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House of Representatives 
The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. SHEA-PORTER). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
March 12, 2007. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable CAROL 
SHEA-PORTER to act as Speaker pro tempore 
on this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING HOUR DEBATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning hour debates. The Chair will 
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to 
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member, 
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 
minutes. 

f 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON GLOBAL 
WARMING AND ENERGY INDE-
PENDENCE 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker, 
House Speaker NANCY PELOSI is to be 
commended for her creation of the spe-
cial Select Committee on Global 
Warming and Energy Independence. I 
am honored to be chosen by her to join 
a strong field of my Democratic col-
leagues chaired by Congressman ED 
MARKEY, a long-time advocate for real-
istic policies on energy and climate 
change. He will be joined by Members 

with special areas of expertise and 
dedicated commitment to the environ-
ment. 

HILDA SOLIS, a renowned environ-
mentalist not just in Congress, but dat-
ing back to her days as a California 
legislator. EMANUEL CLEAVER, with im-
portant municipal experience as Mayor 
of Kansas City, and one who has been 
working with the community of faith, 
particularly evangelical Christians 
who are worried about our stewardship 
of God’s handiwork. 

My Northwest colleague, JAY INSLEE, 
is strong, an environmentalist with 
keen interest and expertise and energy. 
STEPHANIE HERSETH, who has been a 
leader particularly in reducing the car-
bon footprint in the all-important agri-
cultural sector. Even our two Members 
newly elected to Congress; JOHN HALL 
may be famous as a musician, but for 
years he has been involved with advo-
cacy and leadership in the energy 
arena. And JERRY MCNERNEY is a suc-
cessful alternative energy businessman 
and engineer who probably has more 
technical knowledge than anybody else 
in Congress. 

I was perplexed somewhat by the Re-
publican appointments, not so much 
about who is there, but who isn’t. 
There are a few people in the Repub-
lican Caucus who have been outspoken 
about their concerns of climate change, 
global warming, their understanding of 
the science, people who are not in de-
nial, but they were passed over for 
membership. There are some Repub-
lican Members who have been out-
spoken critics, for example, of the 
Kyoto treaty. Well, you know, this 
whole effort has moved beyond Kyoto. 
The world has moved on. 

While for 12 years Republican leader-
ship in Congress refused to move for-
ward, there are 320 cities who have 
gone ahead with their own post-Kyoto 
initiatives. There are hundreds of coun-
ties and universities. Last month, 10 
major companies here in Washington, 

D.C. announced that they would meet 
or exceed the standards. They can’t af-
ford to wait for the Federal Govern-
ment. The people who are still hung up 
over Kyoto have never produced a via-
ble alternative and are being left be-
hind by people who do understand and 
who do care. 

It is not that we don’t know what to 
do; cut carbon emissions and increase 
energy efficiency. Girl Scouts, neigh-
borhood associations and campus con-
servation teams can tell this adminis-
tration and Congress what to do. Why, 
the Bush Administration could just ap-
prove the higher energy efficiency 
standards for appliances. There are 34 
of them that have been stalled, they 
could stop dithering and start acting. 

And it is not that we can’t afford to 
do this; we cannot afford to act. Those 
energy efficiency standards will actu-
ally save consumers money while they 
encourage new product development. 

We are on a very dangerous trend 
line. Ask people in Alaska, where roads 
are buckling from melting perma-frost 
and coastal villages are eroding. Ask 
ski operators about the impact of glob-
al warming. Look at impact of extreme 
weather events on our disaster budgets. 
We will face far higher costs in the fu-
ture if we don’t act now, take action 
like private companies, cities across 
America, and governments around the 
world. 

There are opportunities for field 
hearings and parliament exchanges for 
this new committee. I would hope that 
we could entice them to visit the Pa-
cific Northwest. With Congressman 
JAY INSLEE and my colleague GREG 
WALDEN from Oregon, we can dem-
onstrate that the Northwest in the last 
quarter century has saved 3,000 average 
megawatts equivalent to building eight 
giant coal power plants, but at only 
half the cost. We can bring them to 
Portland, Oregon, where as a member 
of the City Council in 1990 we adopted 
energy efficiency standards to achieve 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2404 March 12, 2007 
at least $1 million savings within 10 
years. We reached that goal in 5 years 
ahead of schedule, and we continue to 
increase the efficiency and get the ben-
efit, $2.5 million last year, 20 percent 
saving in energy cost. 

There is land-use planning, broad 
transportation choices, people living 
closer to where they work. All these 
are among the reasons that Portland’s 
greenhouse gas emissions since 1990 on 
a per capita basis have fallen by 12.5 
percent, unlike probably any other 
American city. 

So my congratulations to the Speak-
er. My thanks for having a chance to 
play a role as we use this select com-
mittee for the Federal Government to 
help catch up with the rest of the 
world. 

f 

U.S. SERVICES INDUSTRY 
ESSENTIAL TO GLOBAL ECONOMY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, when 
we look at the issue of globalization 
and the rapid economic rise of coun-
tries like India and China, critical 
questions about the continued competi-
tiveness of the U.S. economy are un-
derstandably raised. Are there indus-
tries where we still have a comparative 
advantage? Can we compete with coun-
tries that have more than a billion peo-
ple? Will the power of our innovation 
maintain our global economic leader-
ship? These are complicated questions 
that demand a thorough analysis of our 
economy, our strengths and our weak-
nesses and the policies we are pursuing. 
I have explored some of these very 
issues in recent weeks from some re-
marks I have been making here in the 
House. 

Actually, as we look at the very posi-
tive indicators we have in the U.S. 
economy, we are thriving because of 
our engagement in the worldwide mar-
ketplace. Because of the complexity of 
these issues, we need a rigorous, open 
and honest debate. But today I want to 
talk about an economic issue that is 
not at all complicated, Madam Speak-
er; a matter of benefits that is so clear 
and widespread that it may be the one 
single globalization issue that is too 
simple to refute, and that is the issue 
of our services industry. 

Services have become absolutely cru-
cial to our economic growth, employ-
ment and international trade. This sec-
tor represents nearly 80 percent of both 
economic output and private employ-
ment in this country. Services are es-
sential inputs into the production of 
virtually all products that we make, 
sell, buy or consume. The price and 
quality of services influence cost and 
productivity in all other sectors of the 
economy, including manufacturing and 
agriculture. 

Because our economy has come to 
rely on efficient, innovative and effec-

tive services, the industry has grown to 
become the largest part of our econ-
omy. In fact, services account for 78 
percent of private sector GDP, or in ex-
cess of $8.5 trillion. 

This tremendous growth can be seen 
in our workforce as well. Since 1993, 
the services sector has added roughly 
25 million new jobs to our economy, 
and the Bureau of Labor Statistics pre-
dicts that virtually all new employ-
ment in the United States over the 
next half decade will be in the area of 
services. 

While the issue of job creation is ab-
solutely critical to the strength of our 
economy, the issue of job quality is ab-
solutely critical to standards of living. 
Again, the services industry is at the 
cutting edge, creating jobs that pay 
very well. Services jobs pay an average 
of $51,045 annually. In many service in-
dustries, ranging from professional 
services, management services, whole-
sale trade, transportation and 
warehousing, financing, insurance, in-
formation services and others, the av-
erage compensation levels are signifi-
cantly higher than that. These are the 
types of jobs that constantly offer the 
opportunity to learn new skills, de-
velop expertise and continue to climb 
the economic ladder. These are not the 
hamburger-flipping jobs that the serv-
ice industry has been maligned for in 
the past. These are high-quality, high- 
paying jobs that offer the chance of ad-
vancement and an ever-increasing 
quality of life, and they are the back-
bone of our economy. 

Just as the service industry has 
thrived here at home, it is tremen-
dously competitive in the worldwide 
economy as well. Madam Speaker, U.S. 
financial services, express delivery, 
telecommunications, entertainment, 
audio-visual services and IT are achiev-
ing exceptional success around the 
globe. With 95 percent of the world’s 
consumers outside of the United 
States, their presence in foreign mar-
kets is crucial for their global competi-
tiveness. 

Today, the U.S. is the world’s largest 
service exporter. U.S. services exports 
have reached nearly $400 billion annu-
ally, with a trade surplus of about $66 
billion. Our services companies have 
built this record, even though faced 
with high and complex barriers in 
many key foreign markets. The service 
sector remains one of the most tightly 
closed and controlled industries within 
our trading partners around the world. 
The removal of these barriers is crucial 
to our continued competitiveness. 

As services become more liberalized, 
they will have an even more powerful 
effect on the competitiveness of our en-
tire economy. When it comes to the 
issue of globalization, services are a 
clear example of American competitive 
advantage and global leadership. 

Some facets of the globalization de-
bate involve complex issues and chal-
lenges that require a great deal of care-
ful consideration and analysis for us to 
fully understand them. But the U.S. 

service industry stands out as a clear, 
irrefutable example of how the U.S. 
economy thrives through global en-
gagement, and it is a powerful and 
compelling indicator of how much our 
economy has to gain by expanding that 
engagement with the rest of the 
world’s consumers, producers, workers 
and investors. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
continue to pursue an economic agenda 
that empowers U.S. companies and en-
trepreneurs to harness the power of the 
worldwide marketplace to grow our 
economy right here at home. 

f 

PREGNANCY RESOURCE CENTERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, I 
come to the floor to commend my col-
leagues’ attention to a resolution that 
I recently introduced honoring the 
work of pregnancy resource centers. 

According to the nonprofit 
Guttmacher Institute, about half of 
American women will face an un-
planned pregnancy, and at current 
rates more than one-third will have an 
abortion by the time they are 45 years 
old. Of the women who have had abor-
tions, 90 percent indicate they would 
have preferred other options had they 
simply known about them. 

The tragedy and irony in many situa-
tions is that most women are flooded 
with a pro-abortion message, but are 
rarely offered any other message of 
choice. Rather, unknowing clients are 
led to believe that abortion is the only 
solution to their problem. 

Through costly advertising, young 
women go into abortion clinics and 
they are assured that help is only a few 
hundred dollars away. Harmful con-
sequences of abortion are minimized or 
simply ignored. Alternatives, like par-
enting or adoption, are not encouraged; 
in fact, they are very rarely men-
tioned. Sadly, my colleagues, it is only 
later that they learn there are indeed 
alternatives. 

Desperately trying to spread this 
message to young women are the 2,500 
pregnancy resource centers across the 
United States. Through education and 
support, pregnancy resource centers 
meet women’s emotional and physical 
needs. They provide one-on-one coun-
seling regarding the facts about adop-
tion, abortion and parenting so that 
the client may make a wise and in-
formed decision about her pregnancy. 
Centers are dedicated to helping each 
woman resolve her situation in a way 
that equips her with better life skills 
for her future. Practical help, like par-
enting classes, support groups, edu-
cation and job skill classes are offered 
through many pregnancy resource cen-
ters as well. Maternity clothes, baby 
needs and even temporary housing is 
also offered. Some pregnancy resource 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 01:41 Apr 19, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD07\H12MR7.REC H12MR7hm
oo

re
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
P

C
68

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H2405 March 12, 2007 
centers have full medical services on 
their premises, and unlike abortion 
clinics, these centers offer support for 
women suffering from post-abortion 
syndrome. 

For those women who have under-
gone an abortion, the devastation can 
be real and ongoing if she does not re-
ceive help. Most centers are committed 
to the healing, body and soul, of 
women who have suffered from an abor-
tion. They offer medical and coun-
seling services and stand alongside 
these women in the healing process. 

Life-affirming pregnancy centers pro-
vide an example of love and compas-
sion to women and their unborn babies. 
These centers have been upholding the 
values of all human life, born and un-
born, for several decades. Women are 
increasingly turning to these centers 
for physical, psychological, emotional 
and of course spiritual help. They are 
always treated with the utmost dignity 
and respect and provided with accu-
rate, up-to-date information in order to 
make informed decisions about their 
pregnancy, sexual health and relation-
ships. Because everyone should have 
access to this information, all services 
are free of charge. 

I am honored to represent one such 
center in my hometown of Ocala, Flor-
ida. The Women’s Pregnancy Center 
has been serving the people faithfullly 
in Marion County for 22 years. This 
center serves nearly 1,500 women a year 
of all ages and backgrounds. They 
serve these women and men faithfully 
and discreetly. 

My colleagues, in today’s culture 
abortion is too often the first thought 
for women facing unplanned preg-
nancy, but there are alternatives, and 
pregnancy resource centers can provide 
them. These centers are not only the 
most strategic and effective, but often 
the most needed of the forces engaged 
in the defense of the unborn. It is fit-
ting that we recognize these coura-
geous and struggling agencies that 
seek to bring purpose to the surprises 
of life. Never are these needs greatest 
than in the smallest of family, a moth-
er and her growing baby. 

I invite my colleagues to join me in 
providing support for the more than 
2,500 crisis pregnancy centers around 
the United States of America. The good 
work of these centers merits our rec-
ognition, and their compassionate staff 
deserve our admiration and praise. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to cosponsor this resolution 
and demonstrate their support for 
pregnancy resource centers and their 
tens of thousands of volunteer staff 
who are encouraging the protection 
and value of all human life in America. 

f 

THE FAILURE OF LEADERSHIP AT 
WALTER REED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Arkan-
sas (Mr. BOOZMAN) is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Madam Speaker, I 
felt the need today to rise and to brief-
ly express my deeply felt dismay over 
the failure of leadership concerning the 
problems at Walter Reed. 

We have witnessed a disservice to the 
men and women in uniform to whom 
we owe such a deep debt of gratitude. It 
is simply inexcusable. We can and must 
do a better job by our injured troops, 
especially after asking them to do so 
much for us. 

I was glad to see actions to hold the 
Army and hospital leadership account-
able, and the President’s choice to cre-
ate the Dole-Shalala Commission. Both 
Senator DOLE and Secretary Shalala 
have the experience to craft solutions 
to improve the situation. I know they 
will be independent and offer a sound 
assessment of the problem with good 
solutions. 

Ultimately, our troops deserve the 
best. This is a bipartisan issue, and I 
look forward to working diligently on 
it. 

We must not rest until our troops are 
assured of the medical treatment that 
they so rightfully deserve. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 50 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SALAZAR) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Eternal God, source of wisdom and 
love, we bless You and praise You for 
all the natural and human resources 
showered upon this Nation. 

Raise up in our midst people who will 
respond to those most in need or suf-
fering, that true religion may flourish 
in our land and deeds of charity with 
the rule of justice may create a new 
humanity across the face of the Earth. 

To You be all praise and glory now 
and forever. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. KLINE) 

come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

TRIUMPH OF SECOND AMENDMENT 
RIGHTS 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, last Friday the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia 
overturned one of the most unfair laws 
on the books. The Court upheld second 
amendment rights and struck down 
D.C.’s misguided law prohibiting hand-
gun ownership. 

For too long D.C. residents have been 
denied the fundamental right to pro-
tect themselves and their families. 
This ruling is truly a victory for law- 
abiding, gun-owning citizens in the tra-
dition of the late Rick Daniel, who 
championed the success of concealed 
weapons permits in South Carolina. 

I find it ironic that our Nation’s cap-
ital, a symbol of American freedoms 
and rights worldwide, has had one of 
the most restrictive gun control laws 
in the country. Despite these oppres-
sive measures, D.C. has maintained one 
of the highest murder rates in the Na-
tion. Sadly, last July, 13 people were 
killed in 12 days. 

I applaud the court for defending the 
Constitution and returning to D.C. 
residents their right to bear arms. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops 
and we will never forget September 11. 

f 

WALTER REED ARMY MEDICAL 
CENTER 

(Mr. KLINE of Minnesota asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, today I rise to add my voice to 
those deeply disappointed by condi-
tions found at Walter Reed Army Med-
ical Center. The physical infrastruc-
ture and administrative problems re-
vealed are absolutely inexcusable. As a 
Nation and as a military, we have a re-
sponsibility to provide both top-quality 
acute care and top-quality outpatient 
treatment. 

The fine doctors and nurses in Iraq; 
at Landstuhl, Germany; and at Walter 
Reed provide excellent medical care 
that has saved countless lives. But it is 
clear that a lack of leadership and ad-
ministrative initiative at the top cre-
ated these shameful conditions. 

The American military has histori-
cally entrusted the ultimate responsi-
bility and accountability to those in 
command. I was pleased that the Army 
leadership followed that proud tradi-
tion, and I am hopeful that Walter 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2406 March 12, 2007 
Reed’s new commander, Major General 
Eric R. Schoomaker, will rebuild trust 
in the Army’s medical service. I am 
also hopeful that a number of correc-
tive actions announced last week by 
Army Chief of Staff Peter Schoomaker 
will help ensure each soldier receives 
the care which he or she deserves and 
that no one, no one, falls through the 
cracks. 

f 

AL GORE 

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, our former 
Vice President, Al Gore, hasn’t gotten 
so much attention since he invented 
the Internet. 

But behind the Oscars, behind the 
left’s unending praise, behind the fawn-
ing media coverage lies the truth. And, 
unfortunately, that truth is pretty in-
convenient. 

It seems that one of the biggest vio-
lators of Gore’s own environmental 
doctrines is Al Gore himself. While he 
jets around on the global warming ce-
lebrity circuit telling everyone else 
how to live a greener life, his own 
home in Tennessee is consuming nearly 
20 times the energy of the average 
American home. 

Gore defends this conspicuous con-
sumption by purchasing carbon emis-
sion offsets. But he buys those offsets 
from a company he helped create and 
he currently chairs. 

Mr. Speaker, global warming may or 
may not be an inconvenient truth. But 
apparently for Al Gore, practicing 
what you preach is the most inconven-
ient thing of all. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today. 

f 

AMENDING THE HIGH-PERFORM-
ANCE COMPUTING ACT OF 1991 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1068) to amend the High-Perform-
ance Computing Act of 1991, as amend-
ed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 1068 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. HIGH-PERFORMANCE COMPUTING 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM. 

Title I of the High-Performance Computing 
Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5511 et seq.) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in the title heading, by striking ‘‘AND 
THE NATIONAL RESEARCH AND EDU-
CATION NETWORK’’ and inserting ‘‘RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT’’; 

(2) in section 101(a)— 
(A) by striking subparagraphs (A) and (B) 

of paragraph (1) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(A) provide for long-term basic and ap-

plied research on high-performance com-
puting; 

‘‘(B) provide for research and development 
on, and demonstration of, technologies to ad-
vance the capacity and capabilities of high- 
performance computing and networking sys-
tems; 

‘‘(C) provide for sustained access by the re-
search community in the United States to 
high-performance computing systems that 
are among the most advanced in the world in 
terms of performance in solving scientific 
and engineering problems, including provi-
sion for technical support for users of such 
systems; 

‘‘(D) provide for efforts to increase soft-
ware availability, productivity, capability, 
security, portability, and reliability; 

‘‘(E) provide for high-performance net-
works, including experimental testbed net-
works, to enable research and development 
on, and demonstration of, advanced applica-
tions enabled by such networks; 

‘‘(F) provide for computational science and 
engineering research on mathematical mod-
eling and algorithms for applications in all 
fields of science and engineering; 

‘‘(G) provide for the technical support of, 
and research and development on, high-per-
formance computing systems and software 
required to address Grand Challenges; 

‘‘(H) provide for educating and training ad-
ditional undergraduate and graduate stu-
dents in software engineering, computer 
science, computer and network security, ap-
plied mathematics, library and information 
science, and computational science; and 

‘‘(I) provide for improving the security of 
computing and networking systems, includ-
ing Federal systems, including research re-
quired to establish security standards and 
practices for these systems.’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and redesig-
nating paragraphs (3) and (4) as paragraphs 
(2) and (3), respectively; 

(C) in paragraph (2), as so redesignated by 
subparagraph (B) of this paragraph— 

(i) by striking subparagraph (B); 
(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 

(C) as subparagraphs (D) and (F), respec-
tively; 

(iii) by inserting before subparagraph (D), 
as so redesignated by clause (ii) of this sub-
paragraph, the following new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(A) establish the goals and priorities for 
Federal high-performance computing re-
search, development, networking, and other 
activities; 

‘‘(B) establish Program Component Areas 
that implement the goals established under 
subparagraph (A), and identify the Grand 
Challenges that the Program should address; 

‘‘(C) provide for interagency coordination 
of Federal high-performance computing re-
search, development, networking, and other 
activities undertaken pursuant to the Pro-
gram;’’; and 

(iv) by inserting after subparagraph (D), as 
so redesignated by clause (ii) of this subpara-
graph, the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(E) develop and maintain a research, de-
velopment, and deployment roadmap for the 
provision of high-performance computing 
systems under paragraph (1)(C); and’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (3), as so redesignated by 
subparagraph (B) of this paragraph— 

(i) by striking ‘‘paragraph (3)(A)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘paragraph (2)(D)’’; 

(ii) by amending subparagraph (A) to read 
as follows: 

‘‘(A) provide a detailed description of the 
Program Component Areas, including a de-
scription of any changes in the definition of 
or activities under the Program Component 
Areas from the preceding report, and the rea-
sons for such changes, and a description of 
Grand Challenges supported under the Pro-
gram;’’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘spe-
cific activities’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘the Network’’ and inserting ‘‘each Program 
Component Area’’; 

(iv) in subparagraph (D), by inserting ‘‘and 
for each Program Component Area’’ after 
‘‘participating in the Program’’; 

(v) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘ap-
plies;’’ and inserting ‘‘applies; and’’; 

(vi) by striking subparagraph (E) and re-
designating subparagraph (F) as subpara-
graph (E); and 

(vii) in subparagraph (E), as so redesig-
nated by clause (vi) of this subparagraph, by 
inserting ‘‘and the extent to which the Pro-
gram incorporates the recommendations of 
the advisory committee established under 
subsection (b)’’ after ‘‘for the Program’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (b) of section 101 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—(1) The Presi-
dent shall establish an advisory committee 
on high-performance computing consisting 
of non-Federal members, including rep-
resentatives of the research, education, and 
library communities, network providers, and 
industry, who are specially qualified to pro-
vide the Director with advice and informa-
tion on high-performance computing. The 
recommendations of the advisory committee 
shall be considered in reviewing and revising 
the Program. The advisory committee shall 
provide the Director with an independent as-
sessment of— 

‘‘(A) progress made in implementing the 
Program; 

‘‘(B) the need to revise the Program; 
‘‘(C) the balance between the components 

of the Program, including funding levels for 
the Program Component Areas; 

‘‘(D) whether the research and develop-
ment undertaken pursuant to the Program is 
helping to maintain United States leadership 
in high-performance computing and net-
working technology; and 

‘‘(E) other issues identified by the Direc-
tor. 

‘‘(2) In addition to the duties outlined in 
paragraph (1), the advisory committee shall 
conduct periodic evaluations of the funding, 
management, coordination, implementation, 
and activities of the Program, and shall re-
port not less frequently than once every two 
fiscal years to the Committee on Science of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate on its findings and rec-
ommendations. The first report shall be due 
within one year after the date of enactment 
of this paragraph. 

‘‘(3) Section 14 of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act shall not apply to the advi-
sory committee established by this sub-
section.’’; and 

(4) in section 101(c)(1)(A), by striking ‘‘Pro-
gram or’’ and inserting ‘‘Program Compo-
nent Areas or’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 4 of the High-Performance Com-
puting Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5503) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and mul-
tidisciplinary teams of researchers’’ after 
‘‘high-performance computing resources’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘scientific workstations,’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘(including vector super-

computers and large scale parallel sys-
tems)’’; 
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(C) by striking ‘‘and applications’’ and in-

serting ‘‘applications’’; and 
(D) by inserting ‘‘, and the management of 

large data sets’’ after ‘‘systems software’’; 
(3) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘packet 

switched’’; 
(4) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-

graph (5); 
(5) by striking the period at the end of 

paragraph (6) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(6) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(7) ‘Program Component Areas’ means the 

major subject areas under which are grouped 
related individual projects and activities 
carried out under the Program.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. BAIRD) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous materials on H.R. 1068, the 
bill now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
I rise in support of H.R. 1068, a bill to 

amend the High-Performance Com-
puting Act of 1991. This is a bipartisan 
bill which Congresswoman BIGGERT and 
I introduced. 

I want particularly to acknowledge 
the role Mrs. BIGGERT has played in 
working to develop this legislation 
over the past several years. This bill is 
based on a bill introduced by Congress-
woman BIGGERT and Congressman LIN-
COLN DAVIS during the past two Con-
gresses. And in both those Congresses, 
the bill passed the House. 

I also want to thank Chairman GOR-
DON and Ranking Member HALL for 
their support for the legislation, for 
helping to advance it through the com-
mittee and to bring it to the floor. 

H.R. 1068 will improve the planning 
and coordination process for the major 
Federal interagency research program 
in information technology. Informa-
tion technology is a major driver of 
economic growth. It creates high-wage 
jobs, provides for rapid communication 
throughout the world, and provides the 
tools for acquiring knowledge. 

For example, information technology 
helps to make the workplace more pro-
ductive, to improve the quality of 
health care, and to make government 
more responsive and accessible to the 
needs of our citizens. 

High-performance computing and 
networking is not only an essential 
component of U.S. scientific competi-
tiveness, it also has important indus-
trial, medical, and defense applica-
tions. 

Vigorous long-term research is essen-
tial for realizing the potential of infor-
mation technology. The technical ad-

vances that led to today’s computers 
and the Internet evolved from past fed-
erally sponsored research, in partner-
ship with industry and universities. 
High-performance computing is nec-
essary as we work to develop new ways 
to transfer vast amounts of informa-
tion around the world. 

The depth and strength of U.S. capa-
bility in information technology stems 
in part from the sustained research and 
development program carried out by 
Federal research agencies under a pro-
gram codified by the High-Performance 
Computing Act of 1991. That act is 
widely credited with reinvigorating 
U.S. high-performance computing ca-
pabilities after a period of relative de-
cline during the late 1980s. 

The 1991 act created a multi-agency 
R&D program to accelerate develop-
ment of information technology and to 
attack challenging computational 
science and engineering problems. The 
1991 act also put in place a formal proc-
ess for planning and budgeting for the 
activities carried out under the inter-
agency R&D program, which is for-
mally known as the Networking and 
Information Technology R&D Pro-
gram. 

The need for this legislation today 
arises from what I would characterize 
as a weakening over time of the plan-
ning and prioritization process for the 
program. 

In order to maintain our competi-
tiveness, we must ensure that the re-
sources available to advance high-per-
formance computing technology are al-
located to the highest priority areas 
and that the activities supported are 
carefully coordinated among the per-
forming agencies. 

Toward that end, H.R. 1068 requires 
formal biennial reviews of the inter-
agency program by its external advi-
sory committee in order to provide ad-
vice from the research community and 
from the information technology in-
dustries on how to sharpen program 
priorities and improve program imple-
mentation. Also, the required annual 
progress report for the program must 
now include a formal response to the 
recommendations of the advisory com-
mittee. 

H.R. 1068 calls on the agencies car-
rying out the program to focus more 
effort on high-end computing. The key 
requirement is for the Office of Science 
and Technology Policy to create and 
maintain a road map for developing 
and deploying high-end systems nec-
essary to ensure that the U.S. research 
community has sustained access to the 
most capable computing systems. 

Finally, this bill clarifies the grand 
challenge problems supported under 
the interagency program, such as clean 
energy production, climate change, and 
patient safety and health quality, 
which are intended to involve multi-
disciplinary teams of researchers and 
demand the most capable high-per-
formance computing and networking 
resources. 

Consistent with this requirement, 
the bill also specifies the provisions for 

access to high-end computing systems 
includes technical support to users of 
these systems. 

Mr. Speaker, the interagency infor-
mation technology research program 
launched by the 1991 act has been 
largely a success. H.R. 1068 will serve 
to strengthen this vital research pro-
gram and deserves the approval of this 
House. I ask my colleagues for their 
support in passing H.R. 1068. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 1068. It will strengthen the 
High-Performance Computing Act of 
1991. 

Tomorrow, the Committee on 
Science and Technology will hold a 
hearing on U.S. innovation and com-
petitiveness. High-performance com-
puters have a role to play in our eco-
nomic competitiveness, as they vastly 
enhance our ability to perform very 
complex computations quickly and 
they do it efficiently. H.R. 1068 will 
help ensure that American researchers 
have access to the very best tools 
available as they tackle cutting-edge 
problems in key fields such as nano-
technology, homeland security, and 
biotechnology. In addition, this bill 
helps reinforce the Federal commit-
ment to ‘‘supercomputing,’’ a commit-
ment that becomes increasingly more 
important as European and Asian 
countries continue to increase their in-
vestment in developing and purchasing 
the next generation of supercomputers. 

Nobody knows this measure better 
than my distinguished colleague from 
Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT). She has worked 
tirelessly in two previous Congresses to 
have this important legislation en-
acted. In fact, she has been successful 
in the House on both occasions, only to 
see it stall on the Senate side. 

In an effort to keep that from hap-
pening again, we have made a few 
modifications to help ensure it gets 
Senate support. With these slight al-
terations, I hope we will find that the 
third time is a charm. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
1068. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT). 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Texas, the ranking 
member of the Science Committee, for 
yielding me the time. 

And I am so pleased to be the cospon-
sor of this bill that was introduced by 
my friend and colleague, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD). 
He has been a great member on the 
Science Committee for several years. 
This bill may seem familiar to many of 
my colleagues in the House and for 
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good reason. In both the 108th and 
109th Congresses, we did introduce leg-
islation that would do exactly the 
same thing as the bill we are consid-
ering today with some additions. H.R. 
4218 in the 108th Congress and H.R. 28 
in the 109th Congress were approved 
not only overwhelmingly by the 
Science Committee but by the full 
House of Representatives. 

b 1415 

Unfortunately, because of jurisdic-
tional complications, our friends in the 
other body across the rotunda had 
never considered this legislation. It 
had been endorsed by the President’s 
science adviser, Dr. Marburger, several 
years ago. It is a real shame that it 
hasn’t moved forward, but we are real-
ly happy we are, I think, going to have 
both sides of the aisle work on it this 
time. 

At the time when we first introduced 
the High Performance Computing Revi-
talization Act in April of 2004, a new 
Japanese supercomputer, the Earth 
Simulator, was the fastest supercom-
puter in the world, a title it held for 
well over 2 years, from June 2002 
through November of 2004. 

Some experts claimed that Japan was 
able to produce a computer far ahead of 
American machines because the U.S. 
had taken an overly cautious or con-
ventional approach to computing R&D. 
In hindsight, we see that caution 
meant lost opportunities. 

Granted a lot has changed since No-
vember of 2004. The U.S. is now home 
to not only the world’s fastest super-
computer, but seven of the 10 fastest, 
thanks to the hard work and competi-
tive spirit of people at IBM, Cray and 
Silicon Graphics, as well as the Depart-
ment of Energy and NSF. 

But we must retain the leadership 
and development and use of supercom-
puters. As confirmed by reports of the 
Council on Competitiveness and the 
President’s Information Technology 
Advisory Committee, supercomputers 
are essential to maintaining U.S. lead-
ership in many scientific fields and 
have many applications, from pharma-
ceuticals and climate to national and 
homeland security. 

That is why the bill that we are con-
sidering today is so important. It is de-
signed to ensure U.S. preeminence and 
competitiveness in computational 
science. This bill commits the Federal 
Government to providing the research 
community with sustained access to 
the highest end supercomputers, sup-
porting all aspects of high performance 
computing, including software develop-
ment and data management for sci-
entific and engineering applications, 
and developing and maintaining a road 
map for computational science in the 
fields that require it. 

I am honored to have worked with 
the chairman of the Research and 
Science Education Subcommittee, Mr. 
BAIRD, on this straightforward, com-
monsense legislation, and I have good 
reason to be hopeful that it will pass. 

As my colleague from Washington has 
already indicated, we made changes in 
this bill, simple changes, that would 
help our colleagues in the other body 
avoid those jurisdictional problems 
that they seem to have sometimes that 
have stymied their consideration of 
this bill in the past. 

In closing, I just want to say that 
this bill will provide researchers in the 
United States with the computing re-
sources they need to remain world 
class. Our Nation’s scientific enterprise 
and our economy will be stronger for 
it. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
1068. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I will just 
very briefly again commend Mrs. 
BIGGERT for her leadership on this. She 
has been steadfast and dogged on this. 
We hope with the changes we made to 
this bill, it will meet the approval of 
the other body. This is not a partisan 
issue. This is about keeping American 
science and industry at the very fore-
front of the world. This bill will help us 
do that. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no further requests for time, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
BAIRD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1068, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ENERGY TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER 
ACT 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 85) to provide for the establish-
ment of centers to encourage dem-
onstration and commercial application 
of advanced energy methods and tech-
nologies, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 85 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Energy Tech-
nology Transfer Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ENERGY TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER. 

Section 917 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16197) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 917. ADVANCED ENERGY TECHNOLOGY 

TRANSFER CENTERS. 
‘‘(a) GRANTS.—Not later than 18 months after 

the date of enactment of the Energy Technology 
Transfer Act, the Secretary shall make grants to 
nonprofit institutions, State and local govern-
ments, cooperative extension services, or institu-
tions of higher education (or consortia thereof), 
to establish a geographically dispersed network 
of Advanced Energy Technology Transfer Cen-
ters, to be located in areas the Secretary deter-

mines have the greatest need of the services of 
such Centers. In making awards under this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) give priority to applicants already oper-
ating or partnered with an outreach program 
capable of transferring knowledge and informa-
tion about advanced energy efficiency methods 
and technologies; 

‘‘(2) ensure that, to the extent practicable, the 
program enables the transfer of knowledge and 
information— 

‘‘(A) about a variety of technologies and 
‘‘(B) in a variety of geographic areas; 
‘‘(3) give preference to applicants that would 

significantly expand on or fill a gap in existing 
programs in a geographical region; and 

‘‘(4) consider the special needs and opportuni-
ties for increased energy efficiency for manufac-
tured and site-built housing, including con-
struction, renovation, and retrofit. 

‘‘(b) ACTIVITIES.—Each Center shall operate a 
program to encourage demonstration and com-
mercial application of advanced energy methods 
and technologies through education and out-
reach to building and industrial professionals, 
and to other individuals and organizations with 
an interest in efficient energy use. Funds 
awarded under this section may be used for the 
following activities: 

‘‘(1) Developing and distributing informa-
tional materials on technologies that could use 
energy more efficiently. 

‘‘(2) Carrying out demonstrations of advanced 
energy methods and technologies. 

‘‘(3) Developing and conducting seminars, 
workshops, long-distance learning sessions, and 
other activities to aid in the dissemination of 
knowledge and information on technologies that 
could use energy more efficiently. 

‘‘(4) Providing or coordinating onsite energy 
evaluations, including instruction on the com-
missioning of building heating and cooling sys-
tems, for a wide range of energy end-users. 

‘‘(5) Examining the energy efficiency needs of 
energy end-users to develop recommended re-
search projects for the Department. 

‘‘(6) Hiring experts in energy efficient tech-
nologies to carry out activities described in 
paragraphs (1) through (5). 

‘‘(c) APPLICATION.—A person seeking a grant 
under this section shall submit to the Secretary 
an application in such form and containing 
such information as the Secretary may require. 
The Secretary may award a grant under this 
section to an entity already in existence if the 
entity is otherwise eligible under this section. 
The application shall include, at a minimum— 

‘‘(1) a description of the applicant’s outreach 
program, and the geographic region it would 
serve, and of why the program would be capable 
of transferring knowledge and information 
about advanced energy technologies that in-
crease efficiency of energy use; 

‘‘(2) a description of the activities the appli-
cant would carry out, of the technologies that 
would be transferred, and of any other organi-
zations that will help facilitate a regional ap-
proach to carrying out those activities; 

‘‘(3) a description of how the proposed activi-
ties would be appropriate to the specific energy 
needs of the geographic region to be served; 

‘‘(4) an estimate of the number and types of 
energy end-users expected to be reached through 
such activities; and 

‘‘(5) a description of how the applicant will 
assess the success of the program. 

‘‘(d) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
shall award grants under this section on the 
basis of the following criteria, at a minimum: 

‘‘(1) The ability of the applicant to carry out 
the proposed activities. 

‘‘(2) The extent to which the applicant will co-
ordinate the activities of the Center with other 
entities as appropriate, such as State and local 
governments, utilities, institutions of higher 
education, and National Laboratories. 

‘‘(3) The appropriateness of the applicant’s 
outreach program for carrying out the program 
described in this section. 
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‘‘(4) The likelihood that proposed activities 

could be expanded or used as a model for other 
areas. 

‘‘(e) COST-SHARING.—In carrying out this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall require cost-sharing in 
accordance with the requirements of section 988 
for commercial application activities. 

‘‘(f) DURATION.— 
‘‘(1) INITIAL GRANT PERIOD.—A grant awarded 

under this section shall be for a period of 5 
years. 

‘‘(2) INITIAL EVALUATION.—Each grantee 
under this section shall be evaluated during its 
third year of operation under procedures estab-
lished by the Secretary to determine if the 
grantee is accomplishing the purposes of this 
section described in subsection (a). The Sec-
retary shall terminate any grant that does not 
receive a positive evaluation. If an evaluation is 
positive, the Secretary may extend the grant for 
3 additional years beyond the original term of 
the grant. 

‘‘(3) ADDITIONAL EXTENSION.—If a grantee re-
ceives an extension under paragraph (2), the 
grantee shall be evaluated again during the sec-
ond year of the extension. The Secretary shall 
terminate any grant that does not receive a 
positive evaluation. If an evaluation is positive, 
the Secretary may extend the grant for a final 
additional period of 3 additional years beyond 
the original extension. 

‘‘(4) LIMITATION.—No grantee may receive 
more than 11 years of support under this section 
without reapplying for support and competing 
against all other applicants seeking a grant at 
that time. 

‘‘(g) PROHIBITION.—None of the funds award-
ed under this section may be used for the con-
struction of facilities. 

‘‘(h) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion: 

‘‘(1) ADVANCED ENERGY METHODS AND TECH-
NOLOGIES.—The term ‘advanced energy methods 
and technologies’ means all methods and tech-
nologies that promote energy efficiency and con-
servation, including distributed generation tech-
nologies, and life-cycle analysis of energy use. 

‘‘(2) CENTER.—The term ‘Center’ means an 
Advanced Energy Technology Transfer Center 
established pursuant to this section. 

‘‘(3) DISTRIBUTED GENERATION.—The term 
‘distributed generation’ means an electric power 
generation technology, including photovoltaic, 
small wind, and micro-combined heat and 
power, that serves electric consumers at or near 
the site of production. 

‘‘(4) COOPERATIVE EXTENSION.—The term ‘Co-
operative Extension’ means the extension serv-
ices established at the land-grant colleges and 
universities under the Smith-Lever Act of May 
8, 1914. 

‘‘(5) LAND-GRANT COLLEGES AND UNIVER-
SITIES.—The term ‘land-grant colleges and uni-
versities’ means— 

‘‘(A) 1862 Institutions (as defined in section 2 
of the Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Education Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7601)); 

‘‘(B) 1890 Institutions (as defined in section 2 
of that Act); and 

‘‘(C) 1994 Institutions (as defined in section 2 
of that Act). 

‘‘(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to amounts otherwise authorized to be 
appropriated in section 911, there are authorized 
to be appropriated for the program under this 
section such sums as may be appropriated.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. BAIRD) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 

have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on H.R. 85, the bill 
now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, when we examine mar-

ket barriers for advanced research en-
ergy efficiency and renewable energy 
technologies, we find that a simple 
lack of public knowledge often keeps 
those technologies on the laboratory 
shelf and out of the marketplace. Out-
reach and education of building and in-
dustry professionals and other key de-
cisionmakers will undoubtedly accel-
erate the deployment of beneficial en-
ergy technologies and practices into 
the larger marketplace. 

Through the guidance of Congress-
man BRAD MILLER, we sought to ad-
dress these challenges in the energy 
bill of 2005 by establishing in section 
917 a network of Advanced Energy 
Technology Transfer Centers. These 
centers would be a partnership between 
local entities and DOE to showcase ad-
vanced energy technologies and simply 
teach the right people how to utilize 
them. 

Mrs. BIGGERT worked with Mr. MIL-
LER to refine this section of the EPA 
Act in her bill, H.R. 85, and I believe it 
is a valuable improvement that will get 
these centers up and running sooner. 

This bill came through the Science 
Committee and passed the House last 
year as part of H.R. 6203. It was a good 
idea then, and Chairman GORDON saw 
that it should be treated the same in 
this Congress. Like the other two bills 
before us today, the Science and Tech-
nology Committee passed this bill out 
of committee with no objection. I 
again commend my colleague from Illi-
nois (Mrs. BIGGERT) for working with 
the majority on this important bill, 
and I urge its approval by the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 85, the 
Energy Technology Transfer Act, that 
was introduced by Congresswoman 
JUDY BIGGERT, a most valuable and re-
spected member of the Science Com-
mittee and former chairwoman of the 
Energy Subcommittee. I thank her and 
Mr. MILLER from North Carolina for 
their work on this bill. 

There is concern that there is not 
enough assistance or education avail-
able in the area of transferring tech-
nologies in energy efficiency and dis-
tributed clean energy that has been de-
veloped by the Department of Energy 
and the national laboratories to energy 
end users. 

In this time of heightened awareness 
of how much energy we are using and 
how much energy costs, how dependent 
we are on foreign countries for energy 

feedstocks and how to continue the 
emissions reductions achieved thus far 
under various programs, it makes sense 
to do all we can to make sure that en-
ergy end users are as informed as pos-
sible about what is available to them 
to help them become more energy effi-
cient. 

H.R. 85 would amend section 917 of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005, which 
requires the Secretary of Energy to 
distribute grants to establish a net-
work of advanced energy technology 
transfer centers for the transfer of ad-
vanced energy technologies and meth-
ods to a wide range of energy end users, 
including individuals, businesses and 
building and industrial professionals. 

The bill does not create a new pro-
gram. It simply improves upon the cur-
rent section 917 by specifying types of 
activities that may be funded, min-
imum criteria and priorities for quali-
fying applications, duration of funding, 
and grantee evaluation requirements. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a good bill and I 
encourage my colleagues to support it. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentlelady from 
Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT). 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the ranking member of the full com-
mittee, Mr. HALL, for yielding me the 
time to discuss H.R. 85, the Energy 
Technology Transfer Act. I would also 
like to commend my friend and col-
league Mr. BAIRD of Washington for 
managing this bill, and the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. MILLER) for 
his hard work on this bill. 

The provisions in this bill were in-
cluded in section 11 of H.R. 6203, the Al-
ternative Energy Research and Devel-
opment Act, which passed the House by 
voice vote in September of last year. 
The Federal Government spends bil-
lions every year on energy-related re-
search and development at our univer-
sities and national laboratories. The 
result is often new technologies that 
reduce our consumption of energy or 
encourage the use of alternative fuels, 
and thus reduces our dependence on 
foreign sources of energy. 

But the biggest challenge to realizing 
these energy savings is getting these 
technologies out of the laboratory and 
into the marketplace where they can 
benefit all energy end users. Whether 
we are talking about a business owner, 
a homeowner, or a county or local gov-
ernment official, these energy end 
users may be hesitant to embrace ad-
vanced or alternative energy tech-
nologies with which they may not be 
familiar, have little experience or 
which may require new infrastructure. 

The risk of investing in new energy 
technologies is just too great compared 
to conventional energy technologies, 
and getting information on the latest, 
greatest energy technologies can just 
be too costly or time-consuming. 

That is why section 917 of EPACT of 
2005 directed the Department of Energy 
to create a geographically dispersed 
network of energy efficient technology 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2410 March 12, 2007 
transfer centers. The purpose of these 
centers is to transfer and provide edu-
cation on energy efficiency and dis-
tribute clean energy technologies de-
veloped by DOE and at the national 
laboratories to energy end users. 

The bill we are considering today, 
H.R. 85, the Energy Technology Trans-
fer Act, would simply improve section 
917 of EPACT. Instead of creating from 
scratch this network of centers, H.R. 85 
would authorize the DOE to provide 
grants to and partner with existing 
community outreach networks. These 
existing networks could include coop-
erative extension system offices, State 
energy offices, local governments, in-
stitutions of higher education and non-
profit organizations with expertise in 
energy technologies or outreach. 

The Cooperative Extension Service 
and similar community outreach net-
works have a long and successful his-
tory of transferring knowledge about 
new technologies and techniques to 
farmers and other constituencies. How-
ever, few have the resources to focus on 
energy efficiency outside of the agri-
culture center. H.R. 85 would change 
that and would build on the successful 
model of the ag extension service with-
out creating any new entity or bu-
reaucracy. 

H.R. 85 still demands the same re-
quirements of these centers. They must 
be geographically dispersed; they must 
coordinate regional resource engineer-
ing and business expertise; and they 
must help apply energy technologies 
and methods suitable to local climate. 
But instead of limiting these centers to 
the transfer of energy technologies, 
H.R. 85 would expand their mission to 
include all advanced energy tech-
nologies. 

In addition to requiring grant recipi-
ents to demonstrate results or risk los-
ing their grant, H.R. 85 would require 
grantees to provide feedback to DOE on 
the research needs related to the pro-
duction, storage or use of energy iden-
tified by energy end users. It would 
also encourage grant recipients to 
work with utilities to carry out infor-
mational activities for energy end 
users. 

H.R. 85 prohibits grant recipients 
from using grants funding to construct 
facilities to house the tech transfer 
center. It doesn’t authorize any fund-
ing that isn’t already authorized in 
EPACT. In other words, this bill con-
tains no new funding. Instead, it sim-
ply gives new guidance and direction to 
the Secretary about how to bolster the 
Department’s technology transfer ca-
pacity. 

I just want to give you one example 
from Chicago about how this program 
might work and its potential to save 
energy through the deployment of ad-
vanced energy technologies. 

Before expanding their frozen pizza 
production plant in Woodridge, Illinois, 
Home Run Inn Pizza consulted with the 
University of Illinois Chicago’s Energy 
Resource Center. After conducting an 
assessment of the plant and its oper-

ations, the UIC Energy Resource Cen-
ter identified nine ways Home Run Inn 
Pizza could reduce their energy con-
sumption and energy costs. Using ad-
vanced energy technologies developed 
as a result of DOE’s funded research, 
Home Run Inn Pizza could reduce nat-
ural gas consumption by 13 percent and 
energy consumption by 5 to 6 percent, 
saving a total of over $15,000 annually. 

Because of resource limitations, the 
UIC Energy Resource Center will help 
12 companies in this way in fiscal year 
2007, saving each on the average 15 per-
cent of its energy budget and providing 
a return on investment within 2 years. 

With passage of H.R. 85, the UIC En-
ergy Resource Center and other cooper-
ative extension and community out-
reach organizations could add the ca-
pacity and expertise to help many, 
many more companies, building man-
agers, home builders and homeowners 
use technology to save energy and 
money. 

I want to conclude by thanking the 
bill’s chief cosponsor, my friend and 
colleague from North Carolina (Mr. 
MILLER) for his strong interest in tech 
transfer and this legislation in par-
ticular. As we have worked with the 
majority to improve this legislation, 
his input has been invaluable. I also 
want to thank Chairman GORDON for 
recognizing the value of this legisla-
tion and moving it expeditiously 
through the committee. I want to 
thank Ranking Member HALL for his 
assistance as well. 

Finally, I want to thank the National 
Association of State Universities and 
Land Grant Colleges and a long list of 
its members for their strong support of 
this bill. This bill represents just a 
small investment in the tech transfer 
capabilities we need to help our univer-
sities and labs move advanced energy 
technologies from the labs into the 
markets so Americans can enjoy the 
tangible benefits of our Federal invest-
ment in R&D. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

b 1430 
Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I just 

would echo Mrs. BIGGERT’s astute com-
ments. We talk a lot in this body and 
in the administration about the impor-
tance of launching new energy research 
initiatives. The fact is we have a num-
ber of efficient technologies before us 
today, and the real challenge is getting 
those out to the public to be imple-
mented as soon as possible. 

The quickest way to address our en-
ergy challenge is not to immediately 
invent some miracle cure. The quickest 
way is to implement the existing tech-
nologies and mechanisms that we have 
already before us to begin saving en-
ergy today. 

I encourage passage of this bill and 
commend Mrs. BIGGERT for her leader-
ship. 

Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, 
I originally introduced as an amendment to the 

Energy Bill, what is now section 917 of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005. Then Chairman 
BOEHLERT accepted that amendment in the 
108th, and then made it part of the base bill 
the next time that it came through this com-
mittee in the 109th. H.R. 85 makes improving 
changes to section 917, to make it an even 
more effective program. 

There has never been a partisan divide over 
this program. This committee passed the lan-
guage in this bill as part of a broader energy 
bill that Mrs. BIGGERT introduced in the last 
Congress. I thank the Chairman for working to 
get this bill to the House floor and thank Mrs. 
BIGGERT for continuing to work with me on the 
issue of energy technology transfer. 

The purpose of the program is to encourage 
the use in the real world of energy efficiency 
technologies that have been developed with, 
often, federally funded research, the Depart-
ment of Energy, but that has sat unused on 
the shelf. Using those energy efficiency tech-
nologies offers the promise of immediate help 
with our problems, with our energy needs, our 
dependency, and we should be using every 
effort to try to make ourselves more energy 
independent. 

This bill would extend those ways of deliv-
ering energy conservation and efficiency pro-
grams to include cooperative extension serv-
ices, which is a definite improvement, and im-
portant, that these energy efficiency tech-
nologies make their way into rural America. 

And I hope that these improvements to Sec 
917 of EPACT really do make the program 
much more comprehensive and will send a 
message to the Department of Energy and to 
the appropriators that this program should be 
funded. 

The President’s budget request failed to re-
quest funding for this program this year. In the 
109th Congress the appropriators failed to in-
clude funding, despite my best efforts and 
many efforts to tug at someone’s sleeve and 
get their attention, to try to include it in the ap-
propriations bill. And I hope with a strong bi-
partisan effort this year, this program can be 
funded, and we can begin to make sure we 
get into practical use the energy efficiency 
technologies that we have developed. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time, and I urge pas-
sage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
BAIRD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 85, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this question will be 
postponed. 
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REAUTHORIZING THE STEEL AND 

ALUMINUM ENERGY CONSERVA-
TION AND TECHNOLOGY COM-
PETITIVENESS ACT OF 1988 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1126) to reauthorize the Steel and 
Aluminum Energy Conservation and 
Technology Competitiveness Act of 
1988. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 1126 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. AMENDMENTS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 9 of the Steel and Aluminum Energy 
Conservation and Technology Competitive-
ness Act of 1988 (15 U.S.C. 5108) is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 9. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

‘‘There are authorized to be appropriated 
to the Secretary to carry out this Act 
$12,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2008 
through 2012.’’. 

(b) STEEL PROJECT PRIORITIES.—Section 
4(c)(1) of the Steel and Aluminum Energy 
Conservation and Technology Competitive-
ness Act of 1988 (15 U.S.C. 5103(c)(1)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (H), by striking ‘‘coat-
ings for sheet steels’’ and inserting ‘‘sheet 
and bar steels’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(K) The development of technologies 
which reduce greenhouse gas emissions.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The Steel 
and Aluminum Energy Conservation and 
Technology Competitiveness Act of 1988 is 
further amended— 

(1) by striking section 7 (15 U.S.C. 5106); 
and 

(2) in section 8 (15 U.S.C. 5107), by inserting 
‘‘, beginning with fiscal year 2008,’’ after 
‘‘close of each fiscal year’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. LIPINSKI) and the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HALL) each will con-
trol 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on H.R. 1126, the 
bill now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support 

H.R. 1126, legislation reauthorizing the 
Steel and Aluminum Energy Conserva-
tion and Technology Competitiveness 
Act of 1988, also known as the Metals 
Initiative. 

Today, the steel industry and other 
metals industry, including aluminum 
and copper, are important parts of our 
national economy; and they must re-
main innovative in order to stay com-
petitive in the increasingly global 
economy. It is vital to ensure that 

these industries are fully prepared to 
confront the challenges they face. This 
bill will help develop the innovative 
tools needed to grow valuable Amer-
ican jobs and businesses, and to protect 
the environment, by tapping into good 
old-fashioned American ingenuity. 

Originally passed by the 100th Con-
gress, the Metals Initiative authorizes 
Federal cost-sharing of research whose 
goals are threefold: first, enhancing en-
ergy efficiency; second, increasing the 
competitiveness of American indus-
tries; and, third, improving the envi-
ronment through reductions in green-
house gas emissions. 

More specifically, this legislation 
promotes collaborative, public-private 
cost-shared research between American 
industry, the Department of Energy, 
and institutions of higher education. 
The bill would reauthorize the Metals 
Initiative at $12 million per year for 
fiscal year 2008 through fiscal year 2012 
to fund advanced metals research. 

The success of the American steel in-
dustry has a special personal signifi-
cance to me. My father-in-law was a 
steelworker at Bethlehem Steel in 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania, until he lost 
his job when his plant closed due to 
foreign competition. This bill will help 
prevent further loss of good American 
jobs like his by using American innova-
tion to increase the competitiveness of 
our domestic industry. 

While American industries have sig-
nificantly modernized, the pace of 
technology and the competition from 
overseas is relentless. Reauthorization 
of this bill is essential to grow Amer-
ican jobs, keep the customers of metal 
industries strong, and ensure that we 
have a domestic supply of the mate-
rials we need for our national defense. 

The results of this program speak for 
themselves. Since its inception, the 
Metals Initiative has delivered numer-
ous technologies to the factory floor, 
resulting in incredible environmental 
and energy savings while increasing 
the competitive position of the steel 
industry and the domestic manufac-
turing sector. 

In the Chicago area, schools such as 
my alma mater Northwestern Univer-
sity have participated in this program, 
as well as companies such as IPSCO. 
Because of the advances made in steel 
production, partially through the in-
dustry’s partnership with DOE, the 
steel industry as a whole used 28 per-
cent less energy per ton in 2004 than it 
did in 1990. 

In addition, this research has pro-
duced several successful and important 
technological breakthroughs, including 
the development of advanced high- 
strength steels and ultra-lightweight 
steel automobile bodies, meaning light-
er, safer and more energy-efficient 
cars. 

Recently, these advanced tech-
nologies were applied to a new, light-
weight military vehicle, yielding per-
formance improvements including 25 
percent weight savings and 50 percent 
fuel efficiency improvements. Through 

this partnership program, the U.S. 
Army now has a next generation tac-
tical vehicle that is agile and respon-
sive. These advances, applied to the ci-
vilian versions of the vehicle, add a 
substantial further positive impact to 
our Nation’s economy. 

It is also important to note that the 
Federal funds in this program are given 
to the schools to conduct the research. 
Companies are not the recipients of 
funds, and they must provide a share of 
the cost of the research. But the Amer-
ican company that provides that match 
has the first opportunity to take ad-
vantage of the research findings and 
improve their manufacturing oper-
ations, benefiting American workers. 

H.R. 1126 is simply a great example of 
how public-private partnership can 
benefit American workers and tax-
payers, while saving energy, improving 
the environment, and accelerating the 
development and implementation of 
modern technology. 

All Americans can benefit from com-
monsense programs such as this one, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
H.R. 1126. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in support of H.R. 1126, a bill 
to reauthorize the Steel and Aluminum 
Energy Conservation and Technology 
Competitiveness Act of 1988. This legis-
lation has been passed unanimously by 
this body for the past two Congresses, 
and I hope it will do so again today. 

The Department of Energy’s steel-re-
lated energy-efficiency research and 
development program was first estab-
lished in 1986 and was expanded to a 
broader ‘‘metals initiative’’ in 1988 
when the President signed into law the 
Steel and Aluminum Energy Conserva-
tion and Technology Competitiveness 
Act of 1988. 

Reauthorization of appropriations for 
the program occurred in 1992 with the 
passage of the Energy Policy Act, but 
expired in 1997. The steel industry and 
the Department of Energy continued 
the partnership under the Metals Ini-
tiative and its predecessor, the Steel 
Initiative, after the authorization ex-
pired. This bill would reauthorize the 
important program through 2012 and 
expand it slightly by adding research 
on technologies that reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions. 

The metals industry is one of the 
most energy-intensive industries, with 
energy accounting for a major portion 
of the cost of production. Improving 
energy efficiency for this industry will 
help to reduce the cost of steel and 
keep American steelmakers competi-
tive in the world market. Improving ef-
ficiency will also help with our coun-
try’s goal to become energy inde-
pendent and environmentally respon-
sible. 

Investment made at the government 
level in partnership with industry to 
stimulate achievement of this in-
creased energy efficiency has shown 
great results. Over the years, 58 steel 
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companies and 23 research organiza-
tions participated in and benefited 
from this program. According to testi-
mony from the United States Steel 
Corporation, through this program 
they saw a ‘‘set of projects that saved 
nearly a barrel of oil per Federal dollar 
invested. Or, in terms of the environ-
ment, a ton of CO2 for every $2 of Fed-
eral money invested, all the while de-
livering real technology to the plant 
floor to help maintain a competitive 
advantage.’’ 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
support of H.R. 1126. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
represents a great example of what we 
can be doing and should be doing in 
this country. We have legislation here 
that takes advantage of our great 
American universities and all of the 
knowledge, wisdom that is there, the 
research ability of these institutions, 
and puts that together with American 
industry to come up with ways that we 
can both save American jobs, grow 
American jobs, and help to protect the 
environment. 

As Representative HALL said, a dollar 
in this program saves a barrel of oil. It 
is a great opportunity and a great ex-
ample of what we should be doing more 
of here in this Congress. 

I would like to thank Representa-
tives EHLERS and AKIN for their sup-
port also on this legislation. I urge my 
colleagues to pass this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPIN-
SKI) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 1126. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

COMMENDING THE GIRL SCOUTS 
ON THEIR 95TH ANNIVERSARY 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 136) com-
mending the Girl Scouts of the United 
States of America on the occasion of 
their 95th anniversary, for providing 
quality age-appropriate experiences 
that prepare girls to become the lead-
ers of tomorrow and for raising issues 
important to girls. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. 136 

Whereas the Girl Scouts of the United 
States of America (hereinafter referred to as 
the ‘‘Girl Scouts’’) is an organization that is 
committed to helping girls of today become 
leaders of tomorrow and that delivers qual-
ity experiences for girls locally, nationally, 
and internationally (through USA Girl 
Scouts Overseas); 

Whereas the Girl Scouts are celebrating 
their 95th anniversary on March 12, 2007; 

Whereas the Girl Scout program is girl- 
driven, reflecting the ever-changing needs 

and interests of participating girls, and pro-
vides girls with a wide variety of opportuni-
ties through its new mission statement, 
‘‘Girl Scouting builds girls of courage, con-
fidence, and character, who make the world 
a better place.’’; 

Whereas the Girl Scouts encourage in-
creased skill-building and responsibility, and 
also promotes the development of strong 
leadership and decision-making skills, 
through program activities that are age-ap-
propriate and based on the ‘‘Girl Scout 
Promise and Law’’; 

Whereas at all levels of the Girl Scouts, 
girls participate in activities that build self- 
confidence, responsibility, integrity, cre-
ative decision-making skills, and teamwork, 
helping them take steps toward becoming 
the leaders of tomorrow and developing real- 
world leadership abilities that will last them 
a lifetime; 

Whereas the Girl Scouts advocate for pub-
lic policy that is girl-centered and beneficial 
to all girls; 

Whereas the Girl Scouts recognize that ap-
proximately 9,000,000 children over the age of 
6 are obese; that obesity is highest among 
girls coming from families with low-income 
levels, and that fewer than 1 in 3 adolescents 
participate in an acceptable amount of phys-
ical exercise, with girls getting less exercise 
than boys overall; and 

Whereas the Girl Scouts are focusing on 
promoting healthy living for girls during 
2007 and recognize through a recent study 
‘‘The New Normal: What Girls are Saying 
About Healthy Living’’ that girls define 
‘‘health’’ as a combination of diet and exer-
cise as well as emotional well-being and self- 
esteem: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) commends the Girl Scouts of the United 
States of America for its efforts to launch a 
national dialogue on the issue of obesity 
among young girls; 

(2) recognizes the Girl Scouts of the United 
States of America for its leadership and ex-
pertise in knowing the needs of girls through 
the work of the Girl Scout Research Insti-
tute; and 

(3) commends the Girl Scouts of the United 
States of America for continuing to actively 
promote issues important to girls. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORELAND) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, it was a brisk March 
morning when Juliette Gordon Low 
placed a historic phone call to her 
cousin in Savannah, Georgia. Juliette 
said, ‘‘Come right over. I’ve got some-
thing for the girls of Savannah, and all 
of America, and the world, and we’re 
going to start it tonight.’’ 

That phone call proved to be a his-
toric one. On the evening of March 12, 

1912, Juliette Gordon Low gathered 18 
girls to register the first troop of Girl 
Scouts in the United States of Amer-
ica. With one phone call a movement 
was born. 

An organization founded upon the 
principles of strength, empowerment, 
responsibility, and community, the 
Girl Scouts have continued to change 
the lives of many girls for generations. 
While other organizations have strug-
gled to deal with factors such as race 
and socioeconomic status, the Girl 
Scouts have always been looked at as 
an organization of inclusion, having de-
segregated councils as early as 1917. 

b 1445 
The Girl Scouts also offer programs 

for girls in unusual situations that 
make it difficult for them to partici-
pate in the standard program. The Girl 
Scouts Beyond Bars programs helps 
daughters of incarcerated mothers to 
connect with their mothers and to have 
the mothers participate in Girl Scout 
activities. 

Another program, Girl Scouting in 
Detention Centers, allows girls who are 
themselves in detention centers to par-
ticipate in scouting. Other initiatives 
try to help girls in rural areas or in 
public housing. There are also pro-
grams for American girls living over-
seas. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be remiss if I 
did not comment on one of my favorite 
Girl Scout traditions, which is the an-
nual cookie sale. For many years, I was 
overjoyed when I would see the little 
girls selling cookies door to door. I per-
sonally like the shortbread cookies. 

It is because of the long-standing his-
tory and commitment of the Girl 
Scouts of the United States of America 
that I commend them and ask my col-
leagues for their support in the passage 
of this commendation without delay. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, today commemorates 
the 95th anniversary of the founding of 
the Girl Scouts of the United States of 
America. Founder Juliette Daisy Gor-
don Low organized the first Girl Scout 
meeting with 18 girls in Savannah, 
Georgia. While living in the United 
Kingdom, Low dreamed of giving the 
United States something for all girls 
and envisioned exposing girls to help-
ing their communities and enjoying 
the outdoors. 

The organization went through many 
different name changes, but it was fi-
nally renamed as we know it today in 
1947. It was later chartered by the 
United States Congress on March 16, 
1950. 

For 95 years, the Girl Scout organiza-
tion has provided real-world leadership 
training for over 50 million girls and 
young women across the Nation. 
Today, overall membership includes 2.7 
million girl members and 928,000 adult 
members, working primarily as volun-
teers. Mr. Speaker, I am proud to say 
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that my two oldest granddaughters are 
members of the Girl Scouts of America. 

The important guidance given to 
girls goes far beyond the eagerly an-
ticipated annual sale of Thin Mints, 
Tagalongs and Dos si Dos, now made 
without any trans fat. Through their 
various programs, the organization in-
stills the ideals of character, conduct, 
leadership, as well as service to others. 
They have recently launched a pro-
gram for girls focused on healthy living 
that includes education regarding diet 
and exercise. 

This important education has been 
instituted because of the national con-
cern about obesity among children and 
the knowledge that a program such as 
this has been proven to lead to emo-
tional and physical well-being. 

The Girl Scouts organization has 
long been committed to helping girls of 
today become leaders of tomorrow 
through activities that build self-con-
fidence, responsibility, integrity, cre-
ative decision-making skills, and team-
work. It can be difficult growing up, es-
pecially in today’s society. 

The Girl Scouts is one organization 
that has consistently guided members 
to believe that girls can do anything by 
offering girls aged 5 through 17 a vari-
ety of opportunities through their 
scouting programs. 

The Girl Scouts are woven into the 
fabric of American life and have af-
fected girls’ lives, as well as their fami-
lies, in virtually every community in 
the country. Girl Scout programs con-
tinue to expand, taking into account 
the diverse population of America 
today. 

They have initiated outreach pro-
grams that strive to include all cul-
tures as part of their mission to foster 
the qualities on which the United 
States depends. The Girl Scouts not 
only reach out to girls in the United 
States but through U.S.A. Girl Scouts 
Overseas, it is committed to helping 
girls worldwide become leaders of to-
morrow. Their new vision statement 
sums up all that is good about this or-
ganization by saying, ‘‘Girl Scouting 
builds girls of courage, confidence, and 
character, who make the world a better 
place.’’ 

For this reason, Mr. Speaker, I urge 
all my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H. Res. 136. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the gentleman from 
Georgia for his eloquent remarks, and 
it is my pleasure to yield such time as 
she might consume to the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY), the sponsor of this legislation. 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank Mr. DAVIS of Illinois 
and Congressman WESTMORELAND from 
Georgia, also. 

March marks the 95th anniversary of 
the Girl Scouts of the United States of 
America. Founded in 1912 by Juliette 
Gordon Low, with only 18 members, 
Girl Scouts is now the finest organiza-

tion for girls in the world, with close to 
4 million active members and more 
than 50 million former members, and I 
am proud to say I am one of them. 

Girl Scouts provides high-quality, 
age-appropriate experiences for girls 
locally, nationally and internationally 
that build girls of courage, confidence, 
and character, who make the world a 
better place. 

For 95 years, Girl Scouts has served 
girls through a remarkable leadership 
development program delivered by 
dedicated volunteers in every commu-
nity across the country. All programs 
are girl-driven and provide girls with a 
wide variety of leadership building ac-
tivities that promote teamwork and 
the development of strong decision- 
making skills. 

There are many programs to choose 
from, including more than 70 achieve-
ment badges encouraging girls to pur-
sue education and careers in math, 
science and engineering, an anti-bul-
lying and violence prevention program, 
and a program that connects girls with 
their mothers who are incarcerated. 

Girl Scouts also offer a huge range of 
outreach activities to girls who have 
never had the opportunity to be a Girl 
Scout, including Latina and Native 
American girls, along with girls in 
rural communities and in public hous-
ing developments. 

Girl Scouts recognizes the impor-
tance of giving a voice to girls by shar-
ing original research reviews that have 
helped change the dialogue among the 
media, policymakers and community 
leaders on issues important to girls. 
They have released numerous reports 
that have helped shape policy discus-
sions in this country. 

In celebrating 95 years of excellence 
and the significant contributions, Girl 
Scouts will raise the bar in being the 
voice for all girls. 

Help me commend the Girl Scouts of 
the United States of America for its 
leadership and expertise in meeting the 
needs of girls throughout their 95 years 
of remarkable programs, knowledge 
and information about girls who recog-
nize the nearly 1 million current adult 
volunteers and volunteers through the 
decades. 

Mr. Speaker, spending time as a Girl 
Scout when I was a young child I have 
to say was a wonderful, wonderful ex-
perience. Back then, we only worked 
on homemaking skills. We did things 
that girls did in the early 1960s, but 
today I am proud to say that when you 
see the Girl Scouts working together, 
serving, certainly volunteerism in 
nursing homes and helping our elderly, 
mentoring for those students that need 
it, they have come a long way and they 
are on the right track, certainly ex-
panding their horizon for what they are 
going to do. When they meet with 
other Girl Scouts internationally, it is 
a wonderful opportunity so different 
countries can get to know each other. 

They are the future of our Nation, 
and I am proud of them, and I urge my 
colleagues to pass this resolution. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I have no other speakers at this time, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
it is my pleasure to yield such time as 
he might consume to the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. BARROW). 

Mr. BARROW. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with a certain 
amount of personal pride and a great 
deal of civic pride that I join my col-
leagues in support of this resolution 
today. 

On the civic side of things, I have the 
privilege of representing Savannah, 
Georgia, in the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives. It is my hometown. Juli-
ette Gordon Low founded the Girl 
Scouts in Savannah. She was a native 
of Savannah. She founded the organiza-
tion in 1912. The first organization’s 
headquarters was in the back of her 
home in Savannah, Georgia, and from 
that humble beginning some 95 years 
ago we have gone from 18 members to 
almost 4 million members worldwide. I 
go by that building every time I am in 
town on the way to work, walking on 
the streets. It gives me a great deal of 
civic pride, along with the rest of my 
fellow Savannahians, who recognize 
that Girl Scouts the world over look to 
Savannah as the home and the 
homeplace of Girl Scouting. 

On a personal level, I venture to say 
that very few of us guys in the U.S. 
House of Representatives are closer to 
Girl Scouting than I am. I have three 
sisters. Every one of them was a Girl 
Scout, including my twin sister, and I 
can tell you as a guy you don’t get 
much closer to Girl Scouting than 
that. 

I know that there are lots of organi-
zations that promote courage, con-
fidence and character in young girls 
but none do as good a job as the Girl 
Scouts. 

On behalf of my hometown, on behalf 
of the 700,000 people that I have privi-
lege of representing in Congress, and 
on behalf of the millions of brothers of 
Girl Scouts the worldwide, I am proud 
to congratulate the Girl Scouts on 
their 95th anniversary, and I extend my 
best wishes for the next 95 years. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
it is just good to know that in addition 
to the great scenic beauty and south-
ern charm that Savannah is so well- 
noted for, that other good things have 
come from there, and certainly the Girl 
Scouts of America. I would urge all 
Members to vote in favor of this legis-
lation. 

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join the Girl 
Scouts of the USA in celebrating their 95th an-
niversary. Since its founding in 1912, the Girl 
Scouts has become the world’s preeminent or-
ganization for girls. Back then they had just 18 
members, but today, there are 3.7 million Girl 
Scouts—2.7 million girl members and 928,000 
adult members working primarily as volun-
teers. 
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Girl Scouting builds confidence, character, 

and leadership skills which allow girls to grow 
into young women who make positive con-
tributions to the world around them. Each 
unique experience, be it reading to younger 
students or participating in a math competition, 
empowers girls and helps them reach their full 
potential. 

On the national level, the Girl Scouts of the 
USA has been an advocate for girls’ involve-
ment in math, science and engineering; for vi-
olence prevention and for the health and safe-
ty of all girls. Through their many government 
and corporate partnerships, the Girl Scouts 
bring innovative programming to girls through-
out the country and expand their reach to un-
derserved communities where girls need it 
most. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud that the Girl Scouts 
of Freedom Valley, which serves my district, 
has over 21,000 members and 7,000 adult 
volunteers. I am proud to have such a won-
derful team of volunteers dedicated to the 
leadership and character development of girls 
in Southeastern Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I 
know that all of us take pride knowing that 
each and every Girl Scout of today will be one 
of tomorrow’s leaders. 

I know the Girl Scouts of the USA will cele-
brate many more anniversaries and continue 
to be a positive influence on our Nation’s girls 
and on our society for generations to come. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 136. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this question will be 
postponed. 

f 

ESTABLISHING DUTCH-AMERICAN 
FRIENDSHIP DAY 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 89) expressing 
the sense of the House of Representa-
tives that a day should be established 
as Dutch-American Friendship Day to 
celebrate the historic ties of the United 
States and the Netherlands. 

The Clerk read as follows 
H. RES. 89 

Whereas, 225 years ago, on the 19th of 
April, 1782 in the City of the Hague, the Am-
bassadorial credentials of John Adams were 
officially recognized by Prince William V of 
Orange and the States-General, thus estab-
lishing formal diplomatic ties between the 
new government of the United States and 
the Republic of the Netherlands. 

Whereas the historical ties between the 
Dutch and American people go back nearly 
200 years earlier to the period when the Pil-
grims resided for almost 11 years in the 
Netherlands before sailing to the new world; 

Whereas the diplomatic ties between the 
governments of the United States and the 
Netherlands are the longest continuous ties 
between the United States and any country 
of the world; 

Whereas the Dutch contribution to the 
American melting pot has played such a sig-
nificant role in the life of America as exem-
plified by Presidents Martin Van Buren, 
Theodore Roosevelt, and Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt; 

Whereas the bonds of friendship linking 
the Dutch and American people continue to 
grow in strength and affection; and 

Whereas the heritage of this friendship be-
tween peoples serves as a laudable example 
for the kinds of relations that should link all 
the peoples of the earth and should be prop-
erly extolled: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House 
of Representatives that a day should be es-
tablished as Dutch-American Friendship Day 
to celebrate the historic ties of the United 
States and the Netherlands. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORELAND) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I might con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, every year we and the 
Dutch-American community in the 
Netherlands celebrate the bilateral re-
lations between the Netherlands and 
the United States. On April 19, 1782, 
John Adams, the second President of 
the United States, was received by the 
State’s General in The Hague and rec-
ognized as Minister Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America. 

Also, this was the day that Mr. 
Adams purchased a house at Fluwelen 
Burgwal 18 in The Hague, which be-
came the first American embassy in 
the world. This day is known by many 
people as the Dutch-American Friend-
ship Day that reminds us how the 
Dutch played a role in America’s his-
tory and traditions. 

Prior to 1782, America had always 
had a long-standing relationship with 
the Dutch going back as far as 1609 
when Henry Hudson, an explorer hired 
by a Dutch-based United East India 
Company, traveled up a river that now 
bears his name and made a land claim 
for his employer in the area known as 
New York. 

b 1500 

His exploration helped the Dutch to 
continue to be the foremost traders 
and merchant mariners in the world 
and expanded their influence in setting 
up a trading post on the southern end 
of Manhattan Island. In 1625, the Dutch 

used beads to purchase Manhattan 
from the Indians for 60 guilders, about 
$24, and renamed it New Amsterdam. 

It became the center for trade and 
commerce that attracted the best and 
brightest people from different walks 
of life, culture, and creeds. New Am-
sterdam received an official charter 
and officially became a city in 1653, 
making it to the first city in North 
America where citizens freely elected 
their city council. This was one of the 
first acts to help establish a platform 
for democracy in the United States. 

In 1776, the Dutch played a major 
role in financing the Revolutionary 
War, and it was repaid by the U.S. Gov-
ernment with stock certificates, an ac-
tion that eventually led to the estab-
lishment of the New York Stock Ex-
change in 1791. Many prominent Ameri-
cans from Dutch ancestry have made 
significant contributions to our coun-
try, like Presidents Martin van Buren, 
Theodore Roosevelt, and Franklin D. 
Roosevelt. All were great Americans 
who dedicated their lives to help shape 
America to be the land of the free and 
home of the brave. 

The Dutch contributions to America 
are part of our customs and traditions 
that have enriched our lives for over 
200 years. So it is very easy to support 
H. Res. 89. I do so and urge all of my 
colleagues to give their support. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, America began its rela-
tionship with the Dutch in 1609 when 
Captain Henry Hudson, searching for a 
faster route to Asia, sailed up what is 
now known as the Hudson River. Al-
though he did not find his way to Asia, 
he and other Dutch traders quickly saw 
the potential and opportunity of this 
country and established the second Eu-
ropean settlement in America named 
Fort Nassau near Albany, New York. 

Their growth continued, and eventu-
ally a large portion of the early eastern 
United States was settled by the 
Dutch. The Dutch and the United 
States have proven to be extraordinary 
allies over the past 200 years, where in 
many instances they came to each oth-
er’s aid at critical times in history. 

Shortly after the Revolutionary War, 
the Netherlands presented a risky and 
courageous act by being the first coun-
try to salute the American flag. A few 
years later, on April 19, 1782, John 
Adams secured the recognition of the 
United States as an independent gov-
ernment at The Hague. He was the first 
U.S. envoy to the Netherlands and bro-
kered the first loan for Congress from 
three banks in the Netherlands, which 
amounted to the entire U.S. foreign 
debt at that time. 

Consequently, the Netherlands fol-
lowed France to become the second 
country in the world to establish for-
mal diplomatic relations with the 
United States. Also during this time, 
John Adams purchased a home that be-
came the first American embassy on 
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foreign soil anywhere in the world. 
These ties still remain strong and, in 
fact, constitute one of the longest, un-
broken diplomatic relationships be-
tween the United States and any for-
eign country right up until the present 
time. 

The Netherlands have demonstrated 
its commitment to the United States, 
even in modern times, by being one of 
the first countries to ally itself with 
the U.S. after the attack on Pearl Har-
bor. It was one of the first to assist in 
the war on terror; and in the wake of 
Hurricane Katrina and Hurricane Rita, 
the Netherlands graciously provided 
Members of Congress access to their 
unique and innovative perspective on 
water management and flood protec-
tion. 

I would also like to point out that 
Dutch Americans have contributed 
greatly to our fine country and have 
played a significant role in the life of 
America. This is exemplified by our 
three Presidents of Dutch descent, 
Presidents Martin van Buren, Theodore 
Roosevelt and Franklin Roosevelt. 
Dutch Americans have served at all 
levels of our government and have 
served us well in this distinguished 
body, including the two sponsors of 
this bill, Mr. HOEKSTRA, and my col-
league on the committee, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN. 

Dutch Americans and our rich his-
tory have many firsts with the Nether-
lands, and it continues to strengthen 
our tie with this true diplomatic friend 
working side by side with the United 
States to bring peace, freedom, and 
commerce in the world at large. 

I urge all of my colleagues to join me 
in supporting H. Res. 89. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
it is my pleasure now to yield such 
time as she may consume to the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
MALONEY). 

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
for H. Res. 89. New York City was first 
founded by the Dutch, and they made a 
tremendous contribution to the city I 
am honored to represent and to our 
country. Two of the Dutch Presidents, 
Theodore Roosevelt and Franklin Dela-
no Roosevelt, both came from New 
York. 

If you go to the City Museum of New 
York, there is really a beautiful exhibit 
that pays tribute to the many con-
tributions in our early days by the 
Dutch. 

I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion and to the preceding resolution, 
which honors the 95th anniversary of 
the Girl Scouts. I really rise today to 
honor the 95 years of educating, nur-
turing, and empowering our Nation’s 
girls through the Girl Scout programs. 
Its 3.6 million members learn skills and 
develop character that help them suc-
ceed in the real world. 

The Girl Scouts’ Web site highlights 
the organization’s focus on the leader-

ship, strong values, social conscience 
and conviction about their own poten-
tial and self-worth of its members. 
These are vital attributes that help 
girls grow into the women who will 
lead our country and inspire the next 
generation of scouts. 

I know personally about the power of 
being a Girl Scout, because I was one. 
The basic character and skills I learned 
then have served me my entire life, and 
they even serve me now in Congress. 

For that I owe the Girl Scouts and 
the great Juliette Gordon, who founded 
the organization in 1912, a great debt of 
gratitude. I am proud that my home-
town, New York City, is home to the 
Girl Scouts’ national headquarters. I 
applaud the scouts for 95 years of em-
powerment and excellence, and I wish 
them many more years of helping nur-
ture America’s girls. 

I rise in support of these two resolu-
tions and applaud the leadership of my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle for 
bringing them before this body today, 
and I urge unanimous support for 
them. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
it is now my pleasure to yield as much 
time as he may consume to my distin-
guished colleague from Michigan (Mr. 
HOEKSTRA). 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H. Res. 89, which 
expresses the sense of the House of 
Representatives that a day should be 
established as Dutch American Friend-
ship Day. 

On April 19, 2007, the United States 
and the Netherlands will mark 225 
years of unbroken diplomatic rela-
tions. It is the United States’ longest 
existing diplomatic relationship. 

My parents emigrated to the United 
States from the Netherlands when I 
was 3 years old. I am deeply proud of 
my Dutch heritage and feel that I have 
a special connection to both countries. 
As Russell Shorto notes in ‘‘The Island 
at the Center of the World,’’ Americans 
are indebted to the culture of tolerance 
that was present in 17th-century Dutch 
Manhattan, where men and women of 
diverse races and religions lived in rel-
ative peace for the first time in the 
New World. 

Dutch ideals such as individuality, 
freedom, hard work, and human rights 
have flourished in the United States; 
and our two countries can and have 
worked together to confront common 
challenges to our very similar soci-
eties. Last year, my colleague on the 
other side of the aisle, CHRIS VAN 
HOLLEN, and I created a bipartisan 
Congressional Caucus on the Nether-
lands, a group that I hope will deepen 
our understanding of the ways in which 
we can continue to keep working to-
gether as allies for the mutual benefit 
of our countries. 

The United States and the Dutch 
have proven to be outstanding allies, 
allies for over 200 years. The Nether-
lands was the first country to salute 
the American flag after the Revolu-
tionary War. It was one of the first to 

assist the United States and recognize 
the threat from radical militant 
Islamists and has graciously provided 
Members of Congress and others with 
critical access to their unique and in-
novative perspective on water manage-
ment and flood protection in the wake 
of Hurricane Katrina and Hurricane 
Rita. 

Put simply, the value of the relation-
ship between our two countries and the 
opportunities that exist to learn from 
each other should be deeply appre-
ciated and recognized. 

I encourage all Members to support 
H. Res. 89 to honor Dutch and Amer-
ican friendship and celebrate the his-
toric ties between our countries 

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise as a co-
sponsor in strong support of H. Res. 89, ex-
pressing the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives that a day should be established 
as Dutch-American Friendship Day, to cele-
brate the historic ties of the United States and 
the Netherlands. 

My district in West Michigan has some of 
the deepest roots of Dutch-American history 
and heritage in the country. Dutch explorers, 
traders and settlers were a significant part of 
the earliest European exploration of the New 
World, especially in New York and New Jer-
sey. However, the first major wave of Dutch 
immigration began in the 1840s with the 
Dissentings (later on known as Calvinists), a 
new group of religious people in the Nether-
lands. Like so many of the original settlers 
here in America, they wanted more religious 
liberty than they experienced in their home 
country. They were also seeking prosperity in 
a time of economic downturn and agricultural 
hardship in Europe. So the Dutch pilgrims 
dared the journey across the Atlantic to New 
York and then moved across northern New 
York and finally settled near the shores of 
Lake Michigan. Waves of Dutch settlers soon 
found Grand Rapids and Holland, Michigan, to 
be the places of job growth and the religious 
liberty they were seeking. 

I am proud to report that the traditions of a 
‘‘Dutch work ethic’’ and religious devotion still 
permeate Grand Rapids and the West Michi-
gan region today. Generations of Dutch immi-
grants have enriched our area with the unique 
customs and traditions of their ancestral 
homeland. They are a people that have given 
the world great artists, celebrated philoso-
phers, noted theologians, and leaders of inter-
national business. 

The Dutch-American Friendship Day called 
for in this resolution would be an honorable re-
sponse to annual celebrations in the Nether-
lands. Every year, the Dutch-American com-
munity in the Netherlands commemorates the 
bilateral relations between the Netherlands 
and the United States. Celebrated on April 19, 
the Dutch-American Friendship Day remem-
bers the day that John Adams, the second 
president of the United States, was received 
by the States General in The Hague and rec-
ognized as an ambassador of the United 
States of America. It was also the day that the 
house he had purchased at Fluwelen Burgwal 
18 in The Hague became the first American 
Embassy in the world. Today, the diplomatic 
ties between our two governments are the 
longest continuous ties between the U.S. and 
any other country in the world. 
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This long history of diplomacy, cooperation 

and friendship should be lauded as an exam-
ple for all nations. I congratulate my colleague 
from West Michigan, PETER HOEKSTRA—him-
self a Dutch-American—for introducing this 
resolution. I am proud of my family’s and my 
wife’s family’s Dutch roots, Mr. Speaker, and 
I urge my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I am happy 
to rise today in support of House Resolution 
89, expressing the sense of the House of 
Representatives that a day should be estab-
lished as Dutch-American Friendship Day. 

The Dutch/American relationship is the long-
est unbroken diplomatic relationship in the his-
tory of the United States of America. The rela-
tionship actually began years before the Pil-
grims landed in America as they first resided 
for almost 11 years in the Netherlands before 
sailing for the New World. 

On November 16, 1776, only 4 months after 
declaring our independence from Great Brit-
ain, an American ship sailed into the West In-
dies Dutch harbor of St. Eustatius and was 
greeted by a cannon salute in recognition of 
the American flag. It was the first official rec-
ognition by any sovereign nation of the United 
States. 

On April 19, 1789, Ambassador John 
Adams officially presented his credentials to 
Prince William of Orange, thus establishing 
the diplomatic ties between the United States 
and the Republic of the Netherlands that we 
enjoy today. 

The U.S./Dutch relationship has stood the 
test of time and has strengthened in the cru-
cible of conflict as the Dutch have stood be-
side us in times of peace and war. The Dutch 
supported us in our war for independence. 
Sixty years ago Dutch and American service-
men stood side by side during World War II 
and today the Dutch stand by us still in the 
Global War on Terror. 

The debt we owe to our Dutch friends is 
seen not only in our people, and in the per-
sons of such famous Dutch Americans as 
Presidents Martin VanBuren, and Theodore 
and Franklin Roosevelt, but also in our experi-
ence as a Nation. Our traditions of religious 
freedom and tolerance as well as our system 
of government, all have spiritual and legal 
roots in our relationship with the Dutch Repub-
lic. 

That is why I stand today to thank the Dutch 
people for their support over these centuries 
and to encourage the founding of a Dutch- 
American Friendship Day. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I urge all Members to support the pas-
sage of H. Res. 89, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
support and strongly urge the passage 
of H. Res. 89, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 89. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this question will be 
postponed. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE SIGNIFICANCE 
OF BLACK HISTORY MONTH 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 198) recognizing 
the significance of Black History 
Month. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. 198 

Whereas the first African Americans were 
brought forcibly to the shores of America as 
early as the 17th century; 

Whereas African Americans were enslaved 
in the United States and subsequently faced 
the injustices of lynch mobs, segregation, 
and denial of basic, fundamental rights; 

Whereas despite this enslavement, early 
Black Americans made significant contribu-
tions to the economic, educational, political, 
artistic, literary, religious, scientific, and 
technological advancement of the United 
States; 

Whereas in the face of these injustices, 
United States citizens of all races distin-
guished themselves in their commitment to 
ideals of which the United States was found-
ed and fought for the rights and freedom of 
African Americans; 

Whereas the United States was conceived, 
as stated in the Declaration of Independence, 
as a new country dedicated to the propo-
sition that ‘‘all Men are created equal, that 
they are endowed by their Creator with cer-
tain inalienable Rights, that among these 
are Life, Liberty and the Pursuit of Happi-
ness’’; 

Whereas since its founding, the United 
States has been an imperfect work in mak-
ing progress towards those noble goals; 

Whereas the history of the United States is 
the story of a people regularly affirming 
high ideals, striving to reach them but often 
failing, and then struggling to come to terms 
with the disappointment of that failure be-
fore committing themselves to trying again; 
and 

Whereas the month of February is offi-
cially celebrated as Black History Month, 
which dates back to 1926, when Dr. Carter G. 
Woodson set aside a special period of time in 
February to recognize the heritage and 
achievement of Black Americans: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) recognizes the significance of Black 
History Month as an important time to rec-
ognize the contributions of Black Americans 
in the Nation’s history, and encourages the 
continued celebration of this month to pro-
vide an opportunity for all people of the 
United States to learn more about the past 
and to better understand the experiences 
that have shaped the Nation; and 

(2) affirms that— 
(A) the contributions of Black Americans 

are a significant part of the history, 
progress, and heritage of the United States; 
and 

(B) the ethnic and racial diversity of the 
United States enriches and strengthens the 
Nation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORELAND) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

now yield myself such time as I might 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, every February Ameri-
cans celebrate African American Black 
History Month. This tribute dates back 
to 1926, and it is credited to a Harvard 
scholar, Dr. Carter G. Woodson. Dr. 
Woodson, the son of former slaves, 
dedicated his life to ensuring that 
black history was accurately docu-
mented and disseminated. 

In an effort to bring national atten-
tion to the contributions of African 
Americans, Dr. Woodson organized the 
first annual Negro History Week in 
1926. He selected the second week of 
February, during which Abraham Lin-
coln and Frederick Douglass had cele-
brated their birthdays. 

Later, Woodson’s contributions 
helped emerge during the civil rights 
campaign of the 1950s and 1960s, where 
the black studies movement began to 
spawn African American history, the-
ory courses, programs and departments 
on the Nation’s college and university 
campuses. During the early 1970s, 
Negro History Week was renamed 
Black History Week; and in 1976, it offi-
cially became Black History Month, 
designating all of February for the rec-
ognition of African American history. 

In 1926, during the time for the first 
organized tribute to black history, the 
sociopolitical landscape in this country 
for African Americans was demon-
strably different than it is today. At 
that time, ‘‘separate but equal,’’ a doc-
trine that afforded African Americans 
second-class citizenship, was the law of 
the land, although it was an immoral 
one. 

Through many historic efforts of 
many Americans of all races, legalized 
discrimination became a thing of the 
past. This body passed landmark legis-
lation, most notably the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964 and the Voting Rights Act 
of 1965. This was just 43 and 42 years 
ago when President Lyndon Johnson 
signed these legislative measures into 
law, laws that prevented Jim Crow 
laws from subjugating and denying Af-
rican Americans the right to vote in 
certain southern States, the imposition 
of poll taxes, the segregation of 
schools, housing, bus and train trans-
portation, restrooms and other public 
accommodations. 

b 1515 

Moreover, Black History Month is 
also promoting public awareness of the 
struggles and achievements of African 
Americans. We must continue to build 
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on the existence of the past and look 
forward to the future. 

African Americans, over the years, 
have made great strides, but, yet, we 
still have a long way to go. For in-
stance, in 2005, there were 37 million 
poor people in America. The poverty 
rate is about 24.9 percent for blacks, 
compared to 8.3 percent for whites. 

The homeownership rate among 
white households is about 74.2 percent, 
compared to 47.1 percent for African 
Americans. This huge gap between 
white and black homeowners will con-
tinue to be a primary factor that will 
undermine the growth of African 
Americans and their family structure 
to obtain wealth, capital assets and 
better neighborhoods. 

While 5 percent of the world’s popu-
lation lives in the United States, we 
have 25 percent of the world’s prison 
population in United States jails and 
prisons. Nationally, the Bureau of Jus-
tice statistics reports that the United 
States incarcerates 2 million people. 
Whites are about 36 percent, compared 
to 46 percent for blacks in prison. 

As some of us know, the majority of 
people in prison are attributed to drug 
convictions. The law is not equally ap-
plied when it comes to drug offenses in-
volving crack and powder cocaine. Five 
grams of crack cocaine brings a man-
datory sentence of 5 years, compared to 
5 grams of powder cocaine, which has 
no sentencing requirements, and the 
possessor of powder may get probation. 
Of course, a disproportionate number 
of the individuals who use crack co-
caine are African Americans. 

These are just a few barriers that 
many African Americans confront 
every day. And so when we honor Black 
History Month, we are recognizing the 
struggles and achievements of African 
Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that Represent-
ative AL GREEN, who is the sponsor of 
this legislation, had intended to be 
here today to speak on it. Unfortu-
nately, he had to be away in Texas tak-
ing care of some activities in his dis-
trict, and I would ask that he be al-
lowed to submit his statement for the 
RECORD. 

Mr. Speaker, I support H. Res. 198, 
and urge all of my colleagues to vote 
for this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

I am honored to speak today in sup-
port of H. Res. 198, recognizing the sig-
nificance of Black History Month. 

Each February we express our appre-
ciation of the struggles, determination 
and perseverance of the African Amer-
ican community of the past and 
present. February is a time to recog-
nize the contributions of black Ameri-
cans that have enriched our culture 
and our heritage. 

There have been great activists, poli-
ticians, artists, writers, poets, sci-
entists, economists, athletes, enter-

tainers and musicians that have all 
bettered our way of life. These achieve-
ments, the achievements of so many, 
have encouraged today’s youth to 
strive for a more equal and free coun-
try. 

It is impossible to celebrate Black 
History Month without mentioning 
such noted leaders as Frederick Doug-
lass, Harriet Tubman, Martin Luther 
King, Jr. and Rosa Parks. These 
achievers, and others, have helped 
make this country what it is today. 

Today’s popular culture is replete 
with African American icons, through 
sports, music and the entertainment 
industry, icons such as Richard Pryor, 
Halle Berry, Tiger Woods, Arthur Ashe, 
Michael Jordan, Muhammad Ali, and 
Hank Aaron. 

The music industry alone has influ-
enced our culture for decades, Louis 
Armstrong, Dorothy Dandridge, Billie 
Holiday, Sammy Davis, Jr., and Geor-
gia’s own Ray Charles, each of whom 
overcame adversity before and during 
the civil rights movement just to play 
their music. 

When Harvard scholar Dr. Carter G. 
Woodson had the idea to create a week- 
long celebration of black history back 
in 1926, his goal was, and I quote, ‘‘to 
make the world see the Negro as a par-
ticipant rather than as a lay figure in 
history.’’ Over time, it has become the 
month-long celebration and commemo-
ration that it is today. It is with great 
pleasure that I speak today in support 
of H. Res. 198. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask all Members to 
join me in supporting this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. WESTMORELAND) for his 
statement. And I also want to thank 
him for the opportunity to work with 
him today during this process. It has 
indeed been a pleasure. 

I also want to commend Representa-
tive GREEN from Texas for his intro-
duction of this legislation. 

In closing, let me also indicate that 
it is important that we look at the con-
tributions that all racial ethnic groups 
have made to the development of this 
great country that we call the United 
States of America. 

There is no group who didn’t come 
here looking for something different 
than what they had. And fortunately, 
for many of them, they have been able 
to find that America is, indeed, a coun-
try where every person can have the 
opportunity to grow and develop to be 
a part of. 

I have been pleasured, I guess, to rep-
resent many high profile individuals, 
African Americans like Oprah Winfrey, 
who is in my congressional district, 
like Michael Jordan, who played bas-
ketball out at the stadium in my dis-
trict. 

But I often tell young people that I 
grew up in an environment where we 
were taught to read by unlocking 
words. And to us, history sort of 

meant, at that time, his story. And so 
I encourage them to think of what I 
call mystery, which becomes my story. 
And so each one of us have an oppor-
tunity to contribute to the further de-
velopment of this great Nation. 

I commend the gentleman for intro-
ducing H. Res. 198. I urge its passage. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong support of 
Congressman AL GREEN’S Resolution to honor 
Black History Month. 

Founded in 1926 by Carter G. Woodson, 
Black History Month serves as a time to rec-
ognize and celebrate the contributions of Afri-
can-Americans in shaping our Nation. It brings 
to life a rich and vibrant history that was all 
too often untold. 

The fact is that until there was a Black His-
tory Month, prominent African-Americans were 
virtually left out of our Nation’s school books. 
Often, the only mention of African-Americans 
would reference the institution of slavery. This 
is simply unacceptable. Black history is not an 
anonymous footnote, and expands well be-
yond the institution of slavery. We have great 
leaders who fought to overcome the oppres-
sion of slavery and that of Jim Crow. We have 
great scientific minds and inventors. We have 
extraordinary novelists, poets, and musicians. 
These are not nameless, faceless individuals, 
but people who have helped shape our Na-
tion. 

Because of Black History Month we have 
expanded our schoolchildren’s curriculum. Our 
children now learn about Frederick Douglas, 
Thurgood Marshall, Malcolm X and Toni Morri-
son. These are names and stories that our 
children otherwise may not have known. With 
Black History Month we are preserving our 
abundant history for future generations. 

I commend Congressman GREEN for bring-
ing this important Resolution to the floor and 
I strongly urge my colleagues’ support. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
strongly support H. Res. 198, a resolution I 
authored recognizing the significance of Black 
History Month. This piece of legislation is sup-
ported by conservatives, moderates and lib-
erals. It is a piece of legislation that I received 
not one negative comment on. Every person 
that I requested agreed to support the legisla-
tion. So I thank those who supported it. 

I am delighted that 80 Members of Con-
gress joined me in cosponsoring this bipar-
tisan resolution which serves as a testament 
to our united desire to inform all Americans 
about the contributions made by persons of di-
verse backgrounds to the development of our 
great country. 

Black History Month is a time of the year 
when all Americans of every race and ethnicity 
are given the opportunity to study the untold 
history of African-Americans and their con-
tributions to American and world civilization. 
Additionally, Black history is American history 
and it is essential that we recognize the great 
contributions of all Americans by commemo-
rating this month long celebration. 

My resolution: 
Recognizes the significance of Black History 

Month as an important time to recognize the 
contributions of Black Americans in the na-
tion’s history; 

Encourages the continued celebration of this 
month to provide an opportunity for all people 
of the United States to learn more about the 
past and to better understand the experiences 
that have shaped the nation; 
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Affirms that the contributions of Black Amer-

icans are a significant part of the history, 
progress, and heritage of the United States; 
and the ethnic and racial diversity of the 
United States enriches and strengthens the 
nation. 

Black History Month is also a special time to 
honor pioneers such as Martin Luther King Jr., 
Rosa Parks, Harriet Tubman, Malcolm X, 
W.E.B. DuBois, and many others who fought 
for the complete freedom and full emanci-
pation of African-Americans. That is why we 
use Black History Month and every month to 
honor their wonderful contributions. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues support 
H. Res. 198, a resolution recognizing the sig-
nificance of Black History Month. 

Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to show my support for the principles of 
Black History Month. I was privileged to be a 
part of the recent Congressional trip to Selma, 
Alabama. While in that historic city, we joined 
together and walked in the footsteps of the 
brave individuals who fought to ensure that 
the rights and opportunities of our Nation 
would be available to all of its people. 

The Civil Rights Movement was not the first 
call for freedom and equality in our Nation’s 
history, and it will not be the last. But its suc-
cess provided a blueprint for future genera-
tions to follow, an example of hope to all those 
who seek to secure the basic freedoms guar-
anteed by our Constitution. 

The history of African Americans extends far 
beyond the Civil Rights Movement. The works 
of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., Rosa Parks and 
Thurgood Marshall will resonate in American 
society for generations to come. There are so 
many African Americans who have made no-
table contributions to our Nation. For example, 
Benjamin Banneker blazed new trails in as-
tronomy, accurately predicting solar and lunar 
eclipses and Dr. Charles Richard Drew devel-
oped techniques in blood storage and helped 
to develop the blood banks which have saved 
countless military and civilian lives over the 
years. And there are many others, in fields too 
numerous to name. What is important is that 
we take time to honor, to remember, and to 
revere all of these individuals. 

Black History month gives all Americans an 
opportunity to recognize and continue to learn 
about African-American history, which is the 
history of our Nation. I am proud to do my part 
to help promote the contributions that African 
Americans have made to our country. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 198. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 23 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 6:30 p.m. 

b 1835 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. CAPPS) at 6 o’clock and 
35 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 85, by the yeas and nays; 
H. Res. 136, by the yeas and nays; 
H. Res. 89, by the yeas and nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. The re-
maining electronic votes will be con-
ducted as 5-minute votes. 

f 

ENERGY TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER 
ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill, 
H.R. 85, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
BAIRD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 85, as 
amended, on which the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 395, nays 1, 
not voting 37, as follows: 

[Roll No. 136] 

YEAS—395 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 

Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 

Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 

Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 

Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 

Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NAYS—1 

Flake 
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NOT VOTING—37 

Baldwin 
Bonner 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buyer 
Capuano 
Castor 
Cooper 
Crowley 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Emanuel 

Gallegly 
Gillibrand 
Grijalva 
Higgins 
Inglis (SC) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (IL) 
Kilpatrick 
Matsui 
Meek (FL) 
Miller (FL) 
Moran (VA) 
Neal (MA) 

Pascrell 
Peterson (PA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Royce 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Serrano 
Smith (WA) 
Tancredo 
Weller 
Young (FL) 

b 1859 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN MEMORY 
OF THE LATE HONORABLE WIL-
LIAM ANDERSON 

(Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee. 
Madam Speaker, I ask for a moment of 
silence on behalf of Captain William 
Anderson, a former Congressman from 
Tennessee who recently passed away. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers will rise and The House will ob-
serve a moment of silence. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue. 

There was no objection. 

f 

COMMENDING THE GIRL SCOUTS 
ON THEIR 95TH ANNIVERSARY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the 
resolution, H. Res. 136. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 136, on which the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 395, nays 0, 
not voting 38, as follows: 

[Roll No. 137] 

YEAS—395 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 

Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 

Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 

Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 

Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 

Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 

Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 

Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 

Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—38 

Baldwin 
Bonner 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buyer 
Capuano 
Castor 
Cooper 
Crowley 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Emanuel 

Gallegly 
Gillibrand 
Grijalva 
Higgins 
Inglis (SC) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (IL) 
Kilpatrick 
Matsui 
Meek (FL) 
Miller (FL) 
Moran (VA) 
Neal (MA) 

Pascrell 
Peterson (PA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Royce 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Serrano 
Skelton 
Smith (WA) 
Tancredo 
Weller 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised 2 min-
utes are remaining in this vote. 

b 1910 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ESTABLISHING DUTCH-AMERICAN 
FRIENDSHIP DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the 
resolution, H. Res. 89. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DAVIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 89, on which the yeas and nays are 
ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 391, nays 0, 
not voting 42, as follows: 

[Roll No. 138] 

YEAS—391 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 

Baird 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 

Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
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Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Everett 
Fallin 
Farr 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 

Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hobson 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jindal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Jordan 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Lamborn 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 

McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sali 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 

Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 

Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—42 

Baldwin 
Bonner 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buyer 
Capuano 
Castor 
Cooper 
Crowley 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Emanuel 
Fattah 
Gallegly 

Gillibrand 
Grijalva 
Higgins 
Hunter 
Inglis (SC) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (IL) 
Kilpatrick 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
Meek (FL) 
Miller (FL) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Neal (MA) 

Pascrell 
Peterson (PA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Radanovich 
Royce 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Smith (WA) 
Tancredo 
Weller 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote. 

b 1917 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. KILPATRICK. Madam Speaker, due to 
official leave of absence, I was unable to vote 
on three bills considered today under suspen-
sion of the rules. Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’ on final passage of H.R. 85, 
the Energy Technology Transfer Act; ‘‘yea’’ on 
final passage of H. Res. 136, Commending 
the Girl Scouts of the United States on the 
Occasion of their 95th Anniversary, and ‘‘yea’’ 
on H.R. 89, Establishing the Sense of the 
House of Representatives that a day should 
be established as Dutch-American Friendship 
Day. 

f 

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEES ON HOMELAND SE-
CURITY AND FINANCIAL SERV-
ICES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committees on 
Homeland Security and Financial 
Services: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, March 9, 2007. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, The Capitol, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: I am writing to re-

sign my appointment to the House Homeland 

Security Committee and the House Finan-
cial Services Committee pending my ap-
pointment to the House Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

Warm regards, 
MARSHA BLACKBURN, 

Member of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 

There was no objection. 
f 

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON 
OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT 
REFORM TO FILE SUPPLE-
MENTAL REPORT ON H.R. 985, 
WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTION 
ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 2007 
Mr. TIERNEY. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to file a supple-
mental report to accompany H.R. 985, 
the Whistleblower Protection Enhance-
ment Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. PEARCE. Madam Speaker, on 
Friday, March 9, while on a tour of 
Walter Reed Medical Center, I inad-
vertently missed the vote on H. Res. 
229. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘no.’’ 

f 

REMOVING MINORITY MEMBER 
FROM AND ELECTING CERTAIN 
MINORITY MEMBERS TO CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. PUTNAM. Madam Speaker, by 
direction of the Republican Conference, 
I offer a privileged resolution (H. Res. 
236) and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows 

H. RES. 236 
Resolved, That Mr. Burton of Indiana is 

hereby removed from the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

SEC. 2. The following named Members are 
hereby elected to the following standing 
committees of the House of Representatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR.— 
Mr. Heller of Nevada, to rank immediately 
after Mr. Walberg. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE.— 
Mrs. Blackburn. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES.— 
MR. MARCHANT. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN-
FRASTRUCTURE.—Mrs. Capito, to rank imme-
diately after Mr. Boozman. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY.— 
Mr. McCarthy of California. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND TECH-
NOLOGY.—MR. REICHERT, TO RANK IMME-
DIATELY AFTER MR. INGLIS OF SOUTH CARO-
LINA. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS.—Mr. 
Buchanan. 

Mr. PUTNAM (during the reading). 
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolution be considered 
as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 
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There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

HALLIBURTON 
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 

and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, yesterday in the afternoon on 
a bright Sunday, one of my constitu-
ents, my corporate constituents, de-
cided to offer a press statement to indi-
cate that they were relocating to 
Dubai in the United Arab Emirates. 

We know that many American com-
panies do have their offices in Dubai, 
and we know it is a thriving metropolis 
of business. But Halliburton is one of 
the largest corporate government con-
tractors in the United States; and, un-
fortunately, their offices located in the 
18th Congressional District have had 
an impact on the employees who work 
there. 

It is unfortunate that the arrogance 
of this company would suggest that 
they could make announcements in the 
brightness of sunlight on Sunday and 
not engage their local community lead-
ers, their employees, and others who 
might be vested in the relocation of 
corporate headquarters. 

So I ask the leadership of this com-
pany to come forward and answer a 
number of questions which I will be 
sending to them. And I express my own 
personal outrage that a company would 
move its corporate headquarters with-
out the full discussion of those who are 
stakeholders and work every day pay-
ing their taxes as employees of this 
company. 

I look forward to the light of day 
being shined on Halliburton. 

f 

VILLAINS HALL OF SHAME 
(Mr. POE asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, there is a 
new candidate for the ‘‘Villains Hall of 
Shame.’’ What began as a Sunday 
morning journey to church for Rose 
Morat of Queens, New York, ended up 
in ambush, robbery, and 4 days in the 
hospital. 

Ms. Morat is 101 years old. She was 
leaving her apartment complex when a 
shameless woman-beater pretended to 
help her out the door, but smashed her 
three times in the face, breaking a 
cheekbone. He stole her purse; then he 
threw her to the ground and hit her 
again. And after making his getaway, 
this dastardly menace struck again 30 
minutes later. This time he beat up an 
85-year-old lady and stole her purse. 

New York Police Commissioner Ray-
mond Kelly has made it a priority to 
capture this outlaw. Angry New York-
ers are already flooding the airwaves 
with suggestions for punishment for 
this criminal that would make the 
hanging of Saddam Hussein look mild. 

Madam Speaker, even in our current 
culture of tolerance, there are some 
things you just don’t do, some things 
we just don’t tolerate. No one beats up 
elderly grandmothers, or they will face 
the wrath of the public and the long 
arm of the law. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous 
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes 
each. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

FORMER U.S. BORDER PATROL 
AGENTS RAMOS AND COMPEAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, today is the 55th day 
of an injustice. This injustice began on 
January 17 of 2007 when two U.S. Bor-
der Patrol agents entered Federal pris-
on. 

Agents Ramos and Compean were 
convicted last spring for shooting a 
Mexican drug smuggler who brought 
743 pounds of marijuana across our bor-
der into Texas. 

These two agents were doing their 
job to protect the American people. 
They never should have been sent to 
prison. There are legitimate legal ques-
tions about how this prosecution was 
initiated and about how the prosecu-
tors proceeded in this case. 

To prosecute the agents, the U.S. At-
torney’s Office granted immunity to a 
known drug smuggler. Homeland Secu-
rity officials promised Members of Con-
gress certain information about this 
case, but they could not provide the in-
formation. Reports have also indicated 
that the prosecutors may have with-
held crucial evidence from the defense. 
The Drug Enforcement Agency reports 
revealed that the Mexican drug smug-
gler brought a second load of mari-
juana, 752 pounds, into the United 
States. But this information was kept 
from the jury and the public. 

Madam Speaker, over the past 6 
months, dozens of Members of Congress 
have asked President Bush to listen to 
the American people and pardon these 
agents. 

I want the two agents and their fami-
lies to know that we have not forgot-
ten them and we will not forget them. 
Members of Congress will come to the 
floor to defend these agents, and we 

will continue to do so until they are 
pardoned. 

On February 7, 2007, Senator DIANE 
FEINSTEIN wrote Judiciary Chairman 
PATRICK LEAHY to request a committee 
investigation of this case. She wrote, 
and I quote the Senator: 

‘‘I strongly believe that the sen-
tences in this case are too extreme 
given the criminal nature of the smug-
gler and his possession of large quan-
tities of drugs and given the fact that 
he physically resisted at least one at-
tempt by Agents Ramos and Compean 
to bring him into custody. 

‘‘In addition, to my knowledge, nei-
ther of the agents had prior convic-
tions or any other aggravating cir-
cumstances to warrant particularly 
harsh treatment under the law. Yet 
these men were given sentences that 
some individuals who are convicted of 
murder would not receive.’’ 

Madam Speaker, this is not a Repub-
lican or a Democratic issue, but it is an 
issue of fairness and justice. Chairman 
LEAHY has already approved Senate 
hearings in this case. On February 23, 
2007, I sent a letter to House Judiciary 
Chairman JOHN CONYERS asking for 
hearings on this case on the House 
side. I hope Congress will soon hold 
these hearings because it is time for 
justice to prevail over an injustice. 

Madam Speaker, before closing, I 
want to say to the White House and to 
the President, please listen to the 
American people. Please assure the 
American people that two agents who 
have done their best to help protect 
America will not be forgotten in pris-
on, because they have no business 
being in prison. They should receive 
justice, not injustice. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. CUMMINGS addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. POE addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DREIER addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

b 1930 

CONDITIONS AT WALTER REED 
ARMY MEDICAL CENTER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
CAPPS). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 18, 2007, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CARTER) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes as the designee 
of the minority leader. 

Mr. CARTER. Madam Speaker, I 
want to rise today before this House to 
talk about something that weighs on 
the conscience of every Member in this 
House, a news story that broke very re-
cently that has upset us all, the condi-
tions at Walter Reed Hospital. Many 
Members of Congress have gone out 
there and looked at these conditions, 
and we are shocked by them. 

Every Member that I have spoken to 
is as concerned as I am. I am particu-
larly concerned because I am from a 
district that I would argue has prob-
ably put more fighters in this war than 
any district in America, having Fort 
Hood, Texas, a two division post, the 
only two division post in the Army in 
my district. The 4th Infantry Division 
and the 1st Cavalry Division, along 
with the 3rd Corps, have deployed now 
to Iraq on three separate occasions 
each. The 3rd Corps and the 1st Cavalry 
are over there right now as we speak 
and the 4th Infantry Division is gear-
ing back up to go back. 

Our soldiers have given a lot of their 
blood, sweat and tears to this war. 
They believe in their mission and they 
go to their mission as heroes, as far as 
I am concerned. And to learn that 
someone, whoever they may be, from 
whatever post in America or around 
the world, would have substandard con-
ditions at what is supposed to be one of 
the two or three premier medical fa-
cilities for our Army in the country, 
shocks me and concerns me. 

I would think it concerns every Mem-
ber of this Congress, whether they are 
for this war or whether they are 

against it. But for me in particular, 
having 50,000 soldiers that depend on 
me and other Members of this Congress 
to make sure that we have an adequate 
facility that gives the absolute best 
medical care that we can give, that we 
have that, is important. It is very im-
portant. It is actually lifesavingly crit-
ical. 

Now, first, to get the right picture, I 
have been to Walter Reed. I have been 
there on multiple occasions. I have vis-
ited one patient as he cycled through 
there a 9-month period of time, maybe 
even longer than that. 

I will tell you that the emergency 
care, the intensive care that was given 
in that unit, I can’t say enough good 
about the doctors, the nurses, the or-
derlies and everyone who was doing the 
work there. I think that they gave out-
standing service, the kind of service we 
would expect for our soldiers. 

The trauma medicine that is devel-
oping and has developed in the military 
today, from a medical standpoint, and 
I am no doctor, but I have sat in a 
courtroom and heard an awful lot of 
medical testimony, the trauma treat-
ment that we have for our soldiers 
today is, quite frankly, state-of-the-art 
in what they can do to save lives, and 
we, by the procedures we have set up 
for our soldiers, are saving a lot of 
lives. 

But then we learn that people who 
are there as holdovers, who are at the 
recovery side of their phase through 
Walter Reed, are being housed in sub-
standard housing, where there were ro-
dents and infestations of insects, where 
there was black mold, which I happen 
to have personal firsthand experience 
with, having been moved out of my 
house for a little over a year because of 
stachybotrys, black mold, and having 
had my house totally wrecked to get 
that stuff out of it. I am very familiar 
with the health hazards that are 
claimed for that mold. 

To know that soldiers who have 
given their hard work and suffered an 
injury of some sort on our behalf are 
being required to stay in substandard 
housing such as that, or substandard 
facilities such as that, it is appalling. 
Quite frankly, if it turns out that is 
what the black mold was that they 
found there, that has health implica-
tions that affects the breathing of 
every human being, and it is very crit-
ical that we be concerned with that. 

So this is an issue where the light of 
day needs to shine on it, and we need to 
talk about it. I hope some of my col-
leagues will join us later here so we 
can discuss this matter, because I 
think it is important. I think it is im-
portant, and the American people ex-
pect, as I expect, that we will give the 
best quality health care from begin-
ning to end for every soldier and vet-
eran in the United States. 

It is Congress’ responsibility to en-
sure that these medical facilities are 
providing the best possible care. The 
buck stops here. We have that responsi-
bility. 

I think overall we are very proud of 
the medical care that is provided for 
our soldiers. But we can only hope to 
expend much more time and, if nec-
essary, much more resources to make 
sure that what is going on at Walter 
Reed is corrected and that we look to 
see if there is anything we need to do 
at every hospital in America. 

I want to applaud the Army for get-
ting on this deal right away. They have 
dispatched officials to inspect the qual-
ity of care at 11 hospitals, and they are 
doing that this week and next. Of 
course, the President immediately 
acted and appointed Bob Dole and 
Donna Shalala to head a bipartisan 
commission to look into the solution 
to this problem. I think that is com-
mendable, and I think that clearly 
shows how much the President and the 
White House care, as we care, about 
the health care of our soldiers. 

Because I have a major hospital in 
my district, at Fort Hood, I went this 
weekend out to Carl Darnall Army 
Medical Center in my district. This 
wasn’t my first trip there. I have been 
there on numerous occasions. This hos-
pital serves approximately 50,000 active 
duty soldiers and airmen, approxi-
mately 56,000 family members, and over 
40,000 retirees and surviving annu-
itants. This hospital, quite frankly, we 
have been working very diligently and 
we are very hopeful that we will ex-
pand Darnall so that it can be bigger 
and better. 

I was not concerned from what I had 
seen on multiple visits in the past that 
we would find problems at Darnall. But 
it seemed like to me that in light of 
the fact that we had this issue at Wal-
ter Reed, which by my visits to the in-
tensive care unit at Walter Reed, I cer-
tainly did not see these conditions that 
are being described at Walter Reed, 
that I should make sure to talk to the 
folks, to go look at the hospital, to 
look at where we are housing our med-
ical holdovers, and just see exactly 
what is going on at Darnall, too. 

I am happy to report, Madam Speak-
er, quite frankly, I was very impressed. 
In fact, I went into the rooms where 
some of our holdover medical folks 
were. Most of them were Guardsmen. 
They are living in dormitory-like 
rooms, dormitory barrack rooms, two 
to a room, occasionally one to a room, 
the kind of room I checked my boys 
into when I checked them into Texas 
Tech University to go to college. They 
were the kind of room you would put 
your child in, you would be happy to 
put your teenager or young adult child 
in while they were going to school; 
clean, well-established, well-furnished, 
kitchenette-type rooms. 

I visited some of the soldiers and 
asked them how things were working, 
were things working well there at 
Darnall. They were pleased. I went into 
more than one room and dropped in to 
visit with these folks. 

I want to say in defense of the people 
in the Army Medical Corps, these folks 
do care about our soldiers. I don’t 
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know what fell through the cracks out 
there at Walter Reed, and I am sure we 
are going to find out about that, but 
overall I cannot impress upon this body 
how much we have to respect these 
doctors and nurses and the time they 
are giving, because these folks are 
being deployed as well as serving our 
soldiers here. Many of them are being 
deployed to the two theaters of war 
today, working in theater hospitals 
that are part of the lifesaving process 
that we provide for soldiers today. 

It is a tragedy when we talk about 
the number of soldiers that we have 
lost and airmen and, of course, Marines 
and sailors. It is a tragedy when we 
lose one, and it breaks the heart of 
every American to lose any soldier. 
But as we look at what the medical 
community has been able to accom-
plish in this war over previous wars, we 
have kept fatalities down because of 
doctors and nurses and administrators 
and the plans they have to get our sol-
diers to the doctor, to get help quickly. 

The key is if they can get them off 
the battlefield and to a professional in 
12 minutes, the vast majority of the 
time, no matter how serious the 
wound, we are able to save their lives. 
That is a track record that we don’t 
have from previous wars. But it has 
been done by a combination of utilizing 
our medical facilities that all the 
branches of the service are involved in, 
and I have an example from back home 
that I will talk about sometime today 
to show how that works. 

Also while I was there, I went and 
visited the Olin E. Teague Veterans 
Center in Temple, and I will tell you, 
you think about what you have heard 
about veterans hospitals in the past. 
Well, I am telling you, everything you 
have heard, you need to go visit Olin E. 
Teague Hospital in Temple, Texas. I 
promise you, you will be impressed 
with the quality of health care and the 
quality of that facility, which houses 
everything from our old soldiers in 
nursing care to intermediate holding 
care to hospital care for our veterans. 
I am telling you, it is state-of-the-art, 
first-class medical care that they are 
providing there. 

Their new center, where they have 
about 400 men and women, it is better 
than what I live in here in Washington. 
It is a nice place. It looks like we have 
got a bunch of really happy veterans in 
that center. They have a lot of amen-
ities. It is gloriously beautiful. I com-
mend the foresight of those who pre-
ceded me to build that hospital up to 
the quality it is, and I feel very con-
fident any inspections that take place 
there or at Darnall are going to come 
back with a very good report card. 

But that doesn’t get us away from 
the issue we have been talking about, 
the Walter Reed issue. These dedicated 
professionals can do just so much, and 
I will tell you when the Army was 
called upon to respond I think they re-
sponded very quickly. 

I see I have been joined by my friend 
ROBIN HAYES. 

I yield to ROBIN HAYES. 
Mr. HAYES. Congressman CARTER, 

thank you very much for holding this 
Special Order tonight. I think it is 
critically important that people be 
fully informed as to the quality of med-
ical care that is being administered to 
our troops. 

You are a true champion for Fort 
Hood down in Texas. The epicenter of 
the universe for me is Fort Bragg in 
Fayetteville, North Carolina. You and I 
both spend a tremendous amount of 
time on this. Nothing is more impor-
tant to you and I and our staffs and 
other Members of Congress than the 
health of every active duty, former, or 
soon-to-be-retired veteran. Anybody 
that is connected to the military, there 
is nothing that we will not do to make 
sure that their care is the absolute ul-
timate. 

You and I both have seen, as has Con-
gressman POE and others, there have 
been some revelations at Walter Reed 
Army Hospital. There have also been 
two instances at the VA hospital in 
Salisbury, in my district, where the 
care was not what you and I would 
have liked. Medicine is an art as well 
as a science. You and I and the rest of 
Congress are committed to making 
sure that those situations don’t ever 
happen. 

But I think far more important, par-
ticularly in this debate, is the Amer-
ican public see here and realize fully 
that when you and I travel to 
Landstuhl, Germany, or Fort Bragg or 
the Hefner Medical Center or the 
Brooke Army Medical Center in Texas, 
the care that these men and women re-
ceive from incredibly dedicated, well- 
trained and committed individuals 
have saved so many lives on the battle-
field. 

b 1945 

These are the pilots who have flown 
the medical evacuations in helicopters 
and C–17 and other aircraft, racing the 
medical clock back to the U.S., Walter 
Reed, where incredible medical mir-
acles have been performed, not just be-
cause of the advancement of science, 
but the dedication of the men and 
women who administer the care. 

As we talk about this, it is appro-
priate and necessary that we look 
under every nook and cranny. And if 
any Building 18 situation arises, 
whether it is Walter Reed, Fort Hood, 
Fort Bragg, whatever the case may be, 
we want to know about it. We have 
many Members and staff members who 
follow this closely. We will move as 
quickly as we possibly can. We try to 
stay in front of these situations. 

General Kiley has resigned. I called 
for his resignation. You hate to do 
those kinds of things, but the appro-
priate people need to take action. Ac-
tion has been taken. People are aware 
at different levels that maybe weren’t 
as aware as they should have been be-
fore. But at the end of the process, and 
thank you for bringing this to every-
one’s attention in a concise and I think 

important manner, the men and women 
as we speak around the clock and 
around the world are doing everything 
they can, not only to treat our wound-
ed on the battlefield, but to provide 
preventive care for their wives, chil-
dren and their parents. Everything 
that can be done, obviously, is not done 
every day; but it is not because the de-
sire is not there. 

When I look at Womack Army Med-
ical Hospital at Fort Bragg, they re-
ceive tremendous care. I was recently 
down there with ADAM SMITH who is 
now chairman of the TUTC, which 
stands for Terrorism, Unconventional 
Threats and Contingencies, to us Spe-
cial Forces, and he and I toured the 
medical training facilities where com-
bat medics are trained to respond to 
battlefield situations. Let me tell you, 
these men and women have done in-
credible things. 

As we move forward, and well we 
must, you and I and everyone here are 
going to do everything possible to 
make sure that care exceeds everyone’s 
expectation. Nothing is more impor-
tant to this country. They are respon-
sible for the past; they are responsible 
for the future. Thank God for the men 
and women in uniform. We will do ev-
erything we can to support them. 
Again, I thank you very much for hav-
ing this Special Order tonight. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank my colleague 
from North Carolina, ROBIN HAYES, a 
true friend of the American soldier. He 
proves it by his actions as well as his 
words, and I thank you on behalf of our 
soldiers. 

Now I yield to my colleague from 
Texas, one of my former judge col-
leagues, Judge POE. 

Mr. POE. Thank you, Judge CARTER. 
Thank you for an opportunity to make 
some comments on this important 
issue. 

It has taken less than a week for the 
American public and this Congress to 
find out what was taking place at Wal-
ter Reed Hospital. It is one of the pre-
mier hospitals in the world for treating 
the injured. But yet there were some 
problems and those problems, rather 
than being overlooked, are being dealt 
with, and that is very, very good. 

A couple of observations that I would 
like to make about this whole episode. 
As you mentioned, Judge CARTER, 
American troops if they are found after 
an injury within a few minutes, the 
likelihood of their survival is in the 90 
percent range. That is a tremendous 
percentage of recovery for these indi-
viduals to live if they are wounded. 
And they live from wounds that just 
years ago, even back in Vietnam days, 
they would have died from. But be-
cause of medical science, expanding as 
it has, they will recover from those 
wounds, although they will have, many 
of them, lifetime recovery periods. And 
that is where we must make sure that 
we take care of our military, that the 
recovery for many of these individuals 
is going to be a long, long time. Some-
times the rest of their lives. 
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An observation I would like to make 

about this situation at Walter Reed is 
that the American public expects us to 
take care of our soldiers. I think this is 
good. I think it is good that the Amer-
ican public is upset about the fact that 
some of our troops are not being taken 
care of the way they should be because 
our people in this Nation, regardless of 
how they feel about Iraq or Afghani-
stan, the issue of taking care of the 
wounded is not a political issue. It is 
an American issue, and Americans ex-
pect the best care for our troops. And 
that is important that the American 
public support our military in the re-
covery process. 

To try to illustrate how the Amer-
ican public supports our wounded war-
riors, I had the opportunity to go to 
Landstuhl Military Base in Germany 
where wounded Americans come from 
Afghanistan and Iraq, many of them 
with severe injuries, and they are 
treated there before they are even 
brought back to the United States be-
cause of the critical care facilities they 
have at Landstuhl. 

And when I found out I was going to 
be able to go over for this short trip 
with about 3 days’ notice, I notified my 
two district directors in Texas to see if 
we could get some kids from local 
schools to make some cards to take 
over and give to the wounded. They 
met me at the airport with two suit-
cases full of handmade cards from 
third, fourth, and fifth graders of the 
Second Congressional District of 
Texas, and a little over 6,000 cards. I 
checked one of the suitcases. The 
smaller one I took on the plane with 
me, and I started reading them as I was 
flying over. The person next to me 
wanted to know what I was doing and 
I told him. And so he wanted to see 
them. He started reading the cards. 
Next thing I knew, the whole plane was 
reading. The cards were going up and 
down the aisle, and there were a few 
tears in the background. 

But the point being that the Amer-
ican public supports our military, sup-
ports our military even when they are 
wounded, and cares a great deal about 
them, to the tune of 6,000 handmade 
cards from a bunch of kids in Texas. Of 
course the troops were very grateful 
for those cards. But it is a sign and ob-
servation that the American public 
will always support our troops when 
they are wounded and expect us in the 
Congress to make sure they have the 
care that they deserve. 

The President acted very decisively 
and quickly, and I congratulate him for 
that because when things go bad at a 
hospital like it did at Walter Reed, the 
person in charge of the hospital needs 
to be removed. They need to get some-
body over there that will take care of 
business and make sure that we don’t 
have problems with our military. 

How we treat our warriors in 
aftercare really defines us as who we 
are as a Nation. 

One other comment I would like to 
make is it goes back to something that 

is tradition with our United States 
military, has been for a long time 
through many wars. The American 
fighting man always has the role, the 
obligation, the duty to never leave 
anyone behind on the battlefield. Peo-
ple in other cultures do not understand 
why Americans are so relentless in 
making sure we take care of not only 
our wounded but those that have fallen 
on the battlefield. They don’t under-
stand why we do that. We do that be-
cause we are Americans. 

One way that we leave no one behind 
is to make sure we don’t leave them be-
hind in the hospitals, we don’t leave 
them behind in aftercare. We take care 
of them for as long as necessary, and if 
it means taking care of them the rest 
of their lives, so be it, because that is 
what we do in this country: we leave no 
one behind. 

So I commend you, Judge Carter, for 
this Special Order and bringing aware-
ness of this whole plight of hospital 
care and the care of our warriors to the 
American public. 

Mr. CARTER. I am very fortunate, 
Madam Speaker, to have DUNCAN 
HUNTER, somebody if you asked people 
in this Congress who is a friend of the 
soldier, the first word of their mouth 
will always be DUNCAN HUNTER. He is 
the ranking member of the Armed 
Services Committee. He is a hero for 
American soldiers because he never 
forgets the needs of the soldier, both on 
the battlefield and in the hospital and 
as a veteran. I am honored to have 
DUNCAN HUNTER join us. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thank my friend for 
yielding, and with that kind of intro-
duction, I will just shut up and sit 
down. I thank him for that very kind 
introduction. 

I just got back from Iraq with Con-
gressmen DAN BOREN and KEN CALVERT 
and RANDY NEUGEBAUER. We were at 
Landstuhl Hospital in Germany, which 
is the first place where our wounded 
soldiers and marines are taken after 
they have been wounded on the battle-
fields of Afghanistan and Iraq. They 
are stabilized and treated there, and 
then they are flown back to Walter 
Reed and Bethesda. 

We went over the new technologies 
that are being utilized right now and 
the new focus being put on our wound-
ed soldiers. Let me tell you, that oper-
ation is first class. 

One thing, and the gentleman talked 
about Walter Reed and I thought it 
might be appropriate to bring up an 
issue that all Members of this body can 
participate in and help in, and it is 
this: last year I started in San Diego in 
Balboa Hospital, which is where a lot 
of our wounded marines are, and in 
Walter Reed. We started these forums 
for getting jobs for our guys and ladies 
who have gone through their therapy, 
they are being separated from the serv-
ice, they have been wounded and they 
are going to go back into the private 
sector. 

So one thing that I thought we would 
do out in Balboa, and we did one of 

them here at Walter Reed, was to bring 
in people from industry and introduce 
them to our wounded soldiers and ma-
rines and try to help get them jobs. 
Hopefully, a young marine would stand 
up and say I am a generator mechanic 
from such and such a town in Vermont 
or Maine or California or Iowa, and we 
would be able to match them up with a 
company that might need such a talent 
in their company. 

So we started doing that, and the 
first session I had was in the dayroom 
in Balboa Hospital in San Diego, and 
we actually had CEOs from major cor-
porations in the dayroom and the ma-
rines all came in and told us what they 
did and introduced themselves, and we 
immediately had a number of people 
hired right there at that point in time. 

Well, I got back, and the Armed Serv-
ices staff told me you may be breaking 
the law. 

I said, What are you talking about? 
They said, We have talked to the eth-

ics lawyers on the Hill and there may 
be a question if a Member of Congress 
tries to help somebody get a job with 
private industry. There is the implica-
tion that reciprocal treatment will be 
required at some point: you are getting 
a favor and you will give a favor back. 

I said, What can we do? 
They said, You need legislation that 

will end up with the Ethics Committee 
and House Administration Committee 
expressly permitting Members of Con-
gress to help get jobs for our wounded 
soldiers and marines. 

So last year, a month or two before 
we broke, we passed a resolution in the 
full House urging the Ethics Com-
mittee and the House Administration 
Committee to give us express permis-
sion to get jobs for our wounded folks. 
Every Member of the House can help us 
on this. I know that VIC SNYDER who 
heads up the Personnel Subcommittee 
on the great Armed Services Com-
mittee and JOHN MCHUGH are very 
much supportive of this. 

Hopefully, we will get this rec-
ommendation up before the Ethics 
Committee and the House Administra-
tion Committee. At that point I can 
see this entire House of Representa-
tives doing great work because you can 
take a young man or woman from a 
town in America who has had an injury 
and gone through rehab and is looking 
to go into the private sector. A lot are 
staying with the service, but the ones 
that aren’t staying with the service, we 
could call up the Congressman from 
that particular district that young per-
son is going back to and find out if 
there is a company that needs that 
generator mechanic or that young man 
or woman who is interested in law en-
forcement or some other profession. 

b 2200 

So I think there is a lot of opportuni-
ties here and I look forward to working 
with you and with the great gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. HAYES) and 
all of our colleagues to try to put this 
together. 
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Mr. CARTER. That is a great idea, 

wonderful idea. We introduced a bill 
last session, we are going to put it 
back in this session, that is going to 
encourage employers to hire the 
spouses of our soldiers. We give a tax 
break to employers who hire ex-cons. 
We ought to give a tax break to em-
ployers who hire the spouses of soldiers 
who have gone to war for us because 
that is the kind of caring we have got 
to do, caring about what happens to 
them when they get back but caring 
about the worries they carry as they go 
to battle. That is very popular among 
employers who are interested in doing 
that. 

There are so many things, and what a 
great idea you have got, a job fair-type, 
national job fair promoted by the Con-
gress for our wounded soldiers. That is 
a great idea. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the gentleman will 
yield further, nobody knows the com-
panies and the businesses in their dis-
trict better than a Member of Con-
gress, and so I think if we can just pass 
this little provision in the Ethics Com-
mittee that will allow us to do it, we 
will be able to call up a Member of 
Congress from whatever district the 
young man or young woman has a resi-
dence in, find out what particular com-
panies have disciplines in the area of 
occupation that this person specializes 
in. I think we can marry them up and 
get some jobs pretty quick. 

Mr. HAYES. If the gentleman will 
yield, you just returned from Iraq, lit-
erally landed moments ago. You visited 
Landstuhl. You were downtown in 
Fallujah and Ramadi. You were in 
Landstuhl this time, and you have been 
there before. I just realized that our 
Speaker tonight, the gentlewoman 
from California (Mrs. CAPPS), is a won-
derful medical professional in another 
life. So it points out again and again 
that care and desire to do the right 
thing medically, absolutely knows no 
boundaries here. 

I remember being in Landstuhl on 
another trip with Speaker NANCY 
PELOSI, and she was particularly in-
trigued by the facilities for premature 
babies there. So our wounded soldiers 
are critically important, their families, 
their children. 

You spoke of Dr. Snyder, a Democrat 
from Arkansas, a doctor from Arkan-
sas. Again, my purpose is to reassure 
people at home, no, we are not perfect, 
and yes, it was a serious, serious issue 
at Walter Reed and there are others, 
but we are willing, able and anxious 
and ready to deal with those issues. 

Could you relate some of things you 
saw in your most recent visit to 
Landstuhl, which was this morning? 

Mr. HUNTER. Absolutely. The one 
thing that we have learned is that 
when people get concussions, there 
may be a lasting effect on those con-
cussions, and we talked to several con-
cussion specialists who now are focus-
ing on Landstuhl and when the young 
people come back, especially when 
they have been attacked by IEDs, by 

weapons systems that have a blast ef-
fect, to have a new focus on the after 
effects of having concussions, and so 
that is something that is being done 
right now. 

Typically, in the old days, it was 
done, of course, in sports medicine, for 
example, guys that were boxers or 
played football and took numerous 
hits, and the effect of numerous con-
cussions was studied and was followed. 

What we are focusing on here is, you 
have been in an IED attack or you have 
had a mortar attack that is close and 
that gives a concussive effect, it is im-
portant to monitor that individual for 
an extended period of time, not just 
figure, okay, he was knocked out or 
she was knocked out, but now they are 
fine. Monitor them for a period of time. 
So we have a new focus there in 
Landstuhl and that focus, it was im-
portant to Mr. NEUGEBAUER especially, 
and DAN BOREN and Mr. CALVERT, who 
were on the trip with me, were all very 
interested in making sure that the in-
formation that is derived from observa-
tion of a patient who newly comes in, 
comes in and is stabilized there, that 
then is sent to Walter Reed and to Be-
thesda so there can be follow-up work 
so that we can treat the entire patient, 
and maybe that patient has a fragment 
wound, making sure that you take care 
of that, but at the same time make 
sure that we monitor the effects of con-
cussions, which can in some cases have 
a lasting effect. 

So it is just one example of new fo-
cuses and new technologies that are 
being placed on our wounded soldiers, 
and the folks there do a great job. 

To go to Walter Reed for a minute 
and this problem we have with the out-
patient, the inpatient care is good at 
Walter Reed. In fact, I was with a 
wounded Marine and a wounded soldier 
and it was either the same day or day 
or two before the story in the Wash-
ington Post broke. We have great inpa-
tient capability there. What we have 
got to have is we have got to have what 
I would call a family friendly system 
that is consumer friendly and con-
sumer easy, so that that 22-year-old 
wife of a Marine corporal, who is un-
dergoing therapy there at Walter Reed 
and doing rehab there, so that it is 
easy to walk through the bureaucracy. 

So we build these bureaucracies. We 
inadvertently build them, like the one 
we built up that says now you cannot 
get a job for a wounded person or you 
are violating an ethics rule. We get 
sometimes so twisted and tied up in 
this multiplicity of rules that we end 
up losing sight of the real goals of what 
we are here for. 

So I think we need to make this a 
consumer friendly system for a person 
who has got a lot of things on their 
mind and maybe has some kids back 
home and they are coming several hun-
dred miles to get rehab treatment or 
therapy can easily and quickly walk 
through the system without having to 
go through a phonebook thick of regu-
lations and sign a million dotted lines. 

That is something we can do, one- 
stop shopping that is easy and simple. 
That is not bad to have throughout the 
Federal bureaucracy, but especially 
when you have military families that 
have a lot of problems and a lot of 
things on their mind, we need to have 
a customer friendly system. That is 
what we need to develop. 

Mr. HAYES. If the gentleman would 
yield for just a moment, if I might. 

Mr. CARTER. All right. 
Mr. HAYES. We have got a good doc-

tor from Texas, Dr. BURGESS, going to 
join the discussion, and excuse us for 
overlooking you. You are the most 
qualified to be here. Duncan and I, I 
think have been accused of being hit in 
the head too many times before, but 
the point is on traumatic brain injury, 
this is something that has been very, 
very important. 

Tomorrow, the private sector, which 
has been very, very active, Martin Foil 
from my district, Traumatic Brain In-
jury Foundation will be here in the 
foyer of the Rayburn House Office 
Building, again to help further educate 
Members on the multiplicity of the im-
plications and complications of brain 
injury, and all of us here have worked 
very, very hard for additional funding 
to do just that. 

Mr. CARTER. I am going to yield to 
the good doctor, to my colleague from 
Texas (Mr. BURGESS), and one of those 
fine medical professionals that we have 
been talking about that serve here in 
the United States Congress. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. I thank 
him for convening this hour this 
evening. I think it was extremely im-
portant, extremely timely that we 
have this discussion on the House floor, 
and I am especially glad that we have 
been joined by such prestigious mem-
bers on the House Armed Services 
Committee because I think their words 
certainly add much more than what I 
would be able to bring to the subject. 

I will just have to say I went to Wal-
ter Reed this afternoon, asked to go 
last week, because I thought it was im-
portant as one of the medical profes-
sionals in Congress that I go out and 
just look and see is there anything 
that causes me grief, that causes me 
concern. I will have to say I was not 
upset about the things that I expected 
to be upset about, and I was upset 
about things that never would have oc-
curred to me to be upset about, and let 
me elucidate that a little bit if I can. 

Of course I read the stories in the 
newspapers last week, and I expected 
to be upset about the physical condi-
tion of the building, and the building in 
question, Building 18, which is just 
across the street from the Commanding 
General’s residence at the Walter Reed 
Medical Garrison there in Northeast 
Washington. 

Indeed, the building is not the nicest 
of buildings in Washington, D.C., and I 
am sure there has been some attention 
to some of the problems that had al-
ready been rendered to the building in 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 01:41 Apr 19, 2007 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00023 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD07\H12MR7.REC H12MR7hm
oo

re
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
P

C
68

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2426 March 12, 2007 
the week between the time the story 
broke and the time that I got out 
there, but in general, if you stop and 
think about what this housing was de-
signed to do, it was obviously to pro-
vide a place for soldiers to stay while 
their medical conditions were evalu-
ated, but while they decided do they 
stay in the military, do they get out, if 
they are able to undergo the physical 
processes for rehabilitation or allowed 
to stay in the military, how much time 
is going to be required. This location, 
Building 18, being outside the medical 
garrison of Walter Reed Hospital, had 
some appeal because it was outside the 
garrison, and as a consequence there 
was perhaps a little more freedom, a 
little more freedom of movement. 
There is a parking garage underneath 
it, not quite the same level of restric-
tion that you have within the medical 
garrison itself. 

So the actual physical condition of 
the building, again, I am sure it had re-
ceived some attention between the 
time the story broke and I got out 
there, was less distressing to me than 
some of the things that I heard that 
our wounded soldiers have to go 
through. 

I snapped a picture while I was out 
there. The gentleman talked about the 
massive amounts of regulation and red 
tape. Here is a gentleman going 
through his medical records. I do not 
think this picture does it justice, but 
this is about the size of the Dallas 
phonebook that he has got in front of 
him. These are his medical records he 
has got spread out on the table, and he 
is trying to put them in some sem-
blance of order so he can make his case 
for the time he gets out of the military 
to assess his degree of disability if he 
were to wish to stay in, to be able to 
make the argument that he would be 
able to stay in the military. 

But an individual such as this, and 
this individual, in fact, was part of the 
Medical corps, you can see on his 
shoulder patch there. So he had some 
knowledge of the types of record he 
was reviewing on his own behalf. Just 
imagine someone without any medical 
expertise having to go through these 
numbers of records, and then what if it 
all gets lost, which unfortunately hap-
pens. 

Twenty-four hours total time that he 
spent in assembling these records, and 
unfortunately, he told me, it is not an 
infrequent occurrence, it is not just 
that a soldier’s appointment would be 
canceled, that they expected for a few 
weeks time. It is not just that the ride 
to the hospital did not materialize, but 
this amount of work going into essen-
tially what will define his future could 
be misplaced, and in this day and age, 
when we talk about the computeriza-
tion of medical records, we talk about 
the VA system being on an electronic 
medical records system, there is no 
way right now for these medical 
records generated by the Department 
of Defense to talk to the medical 
records in the VA system. 

So it is a lot of work that we ask 
these folks to go through on their own 
behalf, and unfortunately, it can occur 
that after putting all those hours in 
this record ends up on the wrong place 
on someone’s desk, and when the time 
comes to retrieve it, it cannot be 
found. 

That was a one of the things, again, 
I never expected to see today when I 
went to the hospital but certainly 
caught my attention when I visited. 

I would stress, and just like the 
chairman, just like my friend from 
Texas, I too have been to Landstuhl 
Hospital in Germany, spent a good deal 
of time on two separate occasions at 
the field hospital in Balad, Iraq, and 
spent some time at the Ebosina Hos-
pital in downtown Baghdad last sum-
mer. In fact, that is the hospital where 
the famed Baghdad ER show was taped, 
and I would have to say through all of 
that exposure to the medical care 
available to our soldiers in the field, 
the so-called down range exposure, 
their medical care is top notch. 

I had an emergency room physician, 
an orthopedist in Balad, Iraq, tell me 
he had medicines and treatments at his 
disposal out in the field that he would 
never have had available to him in 
downtown Cincinnati. It is that train-
ing, that expertise that he gains deal-
ing with those new treatments and 
those new therapies that will then 
make him a better physician, and he 
acknowledged this. I will be a better 
doctor when I go back to take care of 
the civilians in Cincinnati, Ohio, than I 
was before I left because of my experi-
ence here in Balad. 

I have heard other people refer to it, 
but certainly we have many, many 
dedicated men and women in the med-
ical staff, the nursing staff at Walter 
Reed Hospital and our other fine mili-
tary hospitals, and it does pain me 
somewhat to think that these individ-
uals are also reading these stories. 
They go to work every day to do their 
best work. They go to work every day 
to take care of the genuine American 
hero, and then they hear their efforts 
and their professions demeaned in the 
press. 

I know how disheartening that can be 
and I would say to those individuals 
working in the Medical corps in our 
military hospitals and the Nursing 
corps in our military hospitals, God 
bless you. Thank you for what you do 
because individuals like this who, in 
another time and another place, might 
not have had such a happy outcome, 
he, in fact, is looking forward to a re-
turn to civilian life and being quite 
productive thanks to the expert care 
that he received at Walter Reed Hos-
pital. 

b 2015 

One thing that I do want to bring up 
because it is terribly important, the 
Wounded Warrior Transition Brigade, 
which was just announced last week 
and has been formed this week. Major 
General Eric Schoomaker, who is the 

new command at Walter Reed Hospital, 
this establishes essentially a patient 
advocate in uniform, patient advocacy 
within a military context. 

This is one of the things, when we 
hear about the failures of leadership 
that resulted in some of the problems 
that have surfaced at Walter Reed Hos-
pital, this was the type of leadership 
that was lacking. So these small bri-
gades, which will now be composed of 
one leader with 17 men or women under 
his command in those units who are 
awaiting a medical decision on their 
military future, certainly tightening 
up that ratio between leader and the 
number of men and women in the co-
hort will significantly improve things, 
I think, as far as the advocacy for our 
heroes. 

So the gentleman from Texas was 
very kind to call me down and let me 
participate in this. I thank you very 
much for your leadership on this. It is 
extremely timely and extremely im-
portant. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank my colleague 
from Texas for his comments and his 
expertise as a doctor. He is invaluable 
to this House, and we are very, very 
proud to have him as a Member of this 
House. I am proud to have him as a 
friend. 

Does the gentleman from North Caro-
lina wish to be recognized? 

Mr. HAYES. Congressman CARTER, 
after listening to Dr. BURGESS, I just 
had a couple of more things I wanted to 
relate because they were so important. 

Mr. CARTER. Take all the time you 
need. 

Mr. HAYES. I was telling former 
Chairman HUNTER, Ranking Member 
HUNTER now, that when he and RANDY 
NEUGEBAUER return, we have our Con-
gressional Prayer Caucus that meets 
every Monday or Tuesday night, just at 
the beginning of votes, and three young 
men who were just wounded and 
brought back from Iraq, we were able 
to pray for them and will contact their 
families tonight. 

Prayer still goes on here in the Halls 
of Congress, as you well know. We will 
meet on Wednesday morning. There are 
a number of organizations, Semper Fi 
Fund, Fallen Heroes Fund, but there 
are numerous others where men, 
women and children are working 
around the clock again to assist with 
these wounded veterans. They are 
doing a fabulous job. As part of this 
discussion, I wanted to call attention 
to them. 

Last but not least, I met a young 
man at Landstuhl a couple of years 
ago, Sergeant Danny Metzdorf, 82nd 
Airborne, all the way, and walked into 
that room, and you have had the same 
experience, he looked just like my son. 
That was what really caught my atten-
tion. He had just been wounded there, 
and I struck up a conversation with 
him and he hardly remembered that 
night. But when he got back to Walter 
Reed, went to visit him a couple of 
times, got to know his family, had a 
prosthetic leg, 25, 30 surgeries, just, 
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really, all he thought about, I want to 
get back with my buddies, back with 
my unit. 

Well, that outstanding young soldier, 
Airborne guy, is now the coordinator 
and jump master for the Golden 
Knights. So with that new artificial 
leg, and these stories are, so, so, many, 
I want people again to be encouraged, 
not satisfied, but encouraged that med-
ical treatment is not only available but 
it is something that is so critically im-
portant to us. 

I was here one day and some conten-
tious issue was going on in the people’s 
House, and I got an emergency, I 
thought, call. Dan Metzdorf is calling 
you. Oh my gosh, something has gone 
wrong, surgery, he had a complication. 
I immediately left the floor and called 
him. He said, gosh, there was so much 
going on, are you doing okay? That is 
the way our young people are today. 
They are for America. God bless them 
all. 

Mr. CARTER. Thank you so much for 
being here tonight. Let me tell a story 
about an 82nd airborne soldier. This is 
an 82nd Airborne soldier from my 
hometown. My son and daughter-in-law 
are a high school teacher and coach, 
and they knew this young man; we 
knew his family. He, in the invasion of 
Baghdad, he charged out on a bridge in 
the open to pull one of the fallen, he 
was a medic in the paratroopers, 19- 
year-old medic, and he charged out on 
his bridge and pulled one of his fellow 
paratroopers to safety. In the process 
of going back for others, he received a 
round through his abdomen. 

Now, I told this House earlier that 
this is a joint effort, and Alan Babin is 
a perfect example of the joint effort. 
He was immediately treated on the 
battlefield by a fellow medic, imme-
diately evacuated and flown to the 
Navy ship offshore, I have forgotten 
the name of it now, to a mercy ship off 
the shore, where they treated him. 
From there he was flown by the Air 
Force, air evac medical team to 
Landstuhl in Germany, where he was 
stabilized and then he was flown to 
Walter Reed Hospital and had hundreds 
of surgeries, and for 7 months laid with 
an open, exposed abdominal cavity 
which had to be scrubbed clean every 
day. That boy would have died on any 
other battlefield, anywhere else in the 
world; but he was an American soldier, 
given American medical care. 

Today, he is recovering. While in the 
process of being treated, Alan suffered 
a stroke. His wounds are healed now, 
and he is rehabilitating himself with 
help from the Army on the damage 
that he received from the stroke while 
being treated for his wound. 

We expect all of us in Round Rock, 
Texas, Alan Babin, to be back and 
functioning and doing well and heal 
completely because his spirits are 
great and he is working hard like every 
soldier and every Airborne trooper 
would; and he is the pride of Round 
Rock, Texas. He won the Bronze Star 
with valor for his treatment of his fel-
low soldiers, fellow paratrooper. 

Those stories, there are a million of 
them. We see them every day in 
Landstuhl. I wanted to tell that story, 
because I want the American people to 
know that is the kind of medical care 
that our medical doctors are giving. 
This week, when I was at Darnall Hos-
pital in Fort Hood, they told me about 
the fact that we couldn’t make it if it 
wasn’t for the doctors who were willing 
to serve in the Reserve. 

In this Reserve, we sent 11 doctors 
downrange to Iraq in our last deploy-
ment. Someone has to fill in for those 
11 doctors back at Fort Hood. It is the 
Army Reserve doctors that come in 
there and do that and the Army Re-
serve nurses. I visited with a nurse, I 
believe, from Jamaica, New York, who 
was filling in as a Reserve nurse who 
had been called up, or maybe she was a 
National Guard nurse. 

So not only are the heroes in the war 
but the heroes in the Reserve and the 
Guard, they are doing a great job. It is 
abominable that we had this condition 
at Walter Reed. We will address it, we 
will fix it, but let’s not take away our 
doubt that these doctors and nurses 
and medical professionals are doing ev-
erything they can to make sure our 
soldiers are getting the best care they 
can. 

My friend Mr. KING, STEVE KING, has 
joined us. I want to recognize him and 
allow him to say a few things here. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas for organizing this 
Special Order hour and for gathering 
together a lot of patriotic Americans 
and shedding some objective light on 
the health care situation with our men 
and women; and like many of the Mem-
bers who have spoken earlier in this 
hour, I am one who has also made con-
sistent trips over to Iraq, Afghanistan, 
the hospital, Landstuhl in Germany, 
and, also, I make it a point to be one 
place or another to visit our wounded, 
at either Walter Reed or Bethesda or 
Landstuhl. So I have been to Walter 
Reed a number of times, and saw noth-
ing like I saw described here on the 
floor of the House of Representatives, 
and make no excuses for that. In fact, 
like everyone else, I believe we needed 
to fix it and we did fix it as quickly as 
possible. 

The people that come down here to 
the floor night after night after night 
with the same poster that had the 
words cockroach, mold and mice on it 
have been repeating the same mantra, 
but they have not seen anything like 
we are describing here night after 
night after night. This was, as I under-
stand it, two rooms out of 300 and some 
altogether in a place where no one 
goes. The people that were there were 
ambulatory patients that liked it there 
because they were a little off campus, 
they had a little more freedom. So 
those were the circumstances. They 
have been fixed. 

But I will say what this needs to be: 
this needs to be a message to us, a kind 
of reminder, a wake-up call, because 
what I saw here demonstrated by Mr. 

BURGESS, which is that there are pa-
tients there whose care is too bureau-
cratic, we can use this as a launching 
pad to bring software into place and to 
put into place a patient tracking sys-
tem that will compare the tracking of 
these patients and the timeliness of 
their care with that in the private sec-
tor and have red flags come up on those 
files if there is a time they are not 
being dealt with in a fashion they 
should be. We can get this set up. It 
needs to be managed in that fashion. 

I will also say that the VA hospitals 
have taken a fair amount of criticism 
on this. The ones that I go visit have 
modern health care and a modern 
tracking system and a bar code that 
goes on the wrist of the patient. When 
they go in there, they read that bar 
code and within seconds their full med-
ical record is there; any pharma-
ceuticals that have been prescribed by 
them are all right there. It reduces and 
almost eliminates mistakes for pre-
scriptions, for example. 

There are a lot of modern pieces that 
have been put together. Most of our VA 
hospitals, and the ones I know, do a 
good job. They shouldn’t be dragged 
into this, and the Walter Reed piece of 
this, we can do a better job. More of it 
has to do with patient management 
and timeliness of care and modernizing 
the recordkeeping system. Little of it 
has to do with putting plaster up on 
the wall and putting carpet into place. 
Let’s use the need to do this to get this 
place, put Walter Reed back into the 
21st century and give these men and 
women the very best top-notch care 
that is possible. 

We can do that. The people doing the 
work, we need to applaud them, not 
criticize them. They give their hearts 
and their minds and their energy to 
our brave men and women who have 
given their life and limb for our free-
dom and for our liberty. 

The only thing that they are short of 
is they suffer from compassion fatigue, 
and they get burned out on these jobs. 
But what I see, selfless Americans are 
doing the best job they can. We can 
give them some better tools to work 
with, which has to do with tracking the 
patients and being more timely in the 
service we provide. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank the gentleman 
for joining us here today. On that issue 
of electronic records, when I was at 
Darnall on Saturday, we were talking 
about them implementing the elec-
tronic recordkeeping. I said, well, now, 
I need to know, are the electronic 
records that you are working on here, 
are they interoperable with the VA’s 
electronic records? They said, well, 
they are so far ahead of us, we will cer-
tainly work to have interoperability, 
but we are way behind the VA. 

Most Americans wouldn’t expect that 
to be heard. The VA is getting a rep-
utation on their electronic records of 
having a state-of-the-art electronic 
records system. People are coming in 
from the private sector to look at what 
the VA has done. The Army is using it 
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as a model to bring Army electronic 
records up to par. It is important, it is 
one of the missions we need to have 
here in Congress to make sure we pro-
vide the support and the funds to make 
sure we have an electronic record sys-
tem which will take our soldier and 
track him from the minute he raises 
his right hand to serve our Nation, 
until, at the point we all get there, he 
is buried in one of our veterans ceme-
teries, until we have accurate records 
for him that are electronic, easily 
found, so we can get him the care, he 
or she the care, that they need. 

Madam Speaker, this is an issue that 
has concerned every American, Demo-
crat and Republican, since it broke. We 
are all concerned. We all want the 
American people to know that what-
ever differences we may have on the 
issues concerning the war, this is an 
issue of the lives of the American sol-
dier; and all Americans care for our 
American soldiers. 

f 

ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
appreciate the privilege and the honor 
to be recognized here on the floor of 
the United States Congress this 
evening and the chance to pick up 
where some of my colleagues left off 
here. But I pretty much had my say 
about Walter Reed, and I support and 
endorse the remarks that were made 
over the last 60 minutes, and I intend 
to move on to another subject matter 
here. 

I do just simply want to restate that 
the care that they are provided is good 
and it is solid. And as I talked to pa-
tients at Walter Reed, Bethesda, 
Landstuhl, continually, they are very, 
very grateful for the quality of the 
care. We have some of the best experts 
in the world treating some of these 
kinds of injuries; and to look them in 
the eye and see the level of their com-
mitment, you just know that they are 
giving it everything that they have. 

I am not hearing patient complaints 
about the care, but about sometimes 
the timeliness of the recordkeeping 
and the timeliness of the treatment 
that is there. 

b 2030 

There will be always be things that 
fall through the bureaucratic cracks, 
and it is our job to try to seal those 
cracks up and do the best job that we 
can. I think we are going to get that 
done. Certainly, though, I want to 
make sure that America, Madam 
Speaker, understands the commitment 
that is made on the part of the medical 
care providers for our military men 
and women, and that is what we must 
do in order to support their effort and 
support their sacrifice. 

Madam Speaker, I came to the floor 
tonight to talk about an issue that I 

have been here before to raise, and 
hopefully I will be back again to raise, 
and that is this broad, overall immi-
gration issue that has captured the de-
bate field in the United States for the 
last 3 years or more. And what brings 
me to the floor tonight is a sense that 
there is a growing effort on the part of 
the White House, on the part of the 
Senate and on the part of some here in 
the House, to build a kind of a critical 
mass coalition that would bring what 
they would call a comprehensive immi-
gration reform bill through the Senate 
and then quickly over here to the 
House, which I would consider to be a 
steamrolled or a stampeded bill, some-
thing that we don’t know what is going 
on behind the scenes, or there has been 
hardly anything leaked. And I believe 
it is their effort to try to get enough 
Members, a majority, and that would 
be something or a filibuster proof ma-
jority in the Senate and a significant 
majority here in the House to buy on 
to a policy that they have never seen, 
one that is not in print yet, or at least 
not filed, not dropped, in the funda-
mental sense, but only get people, peo-
ple, and I mean Members and Senators, 
to sign off conceptually, and say I con-
ceptually endorse a comprehensive im-
migration reform bill. 

Well, first, Madam Speaker, the 
American people need to understand 
that when the word ‘‘comprehensive 
immigration reform,’’ when that 
phrase is used, that means we don’t 
like to admit amnesty. But comprehen-
sive is a substitution for the word ‘‘am-
nesty.’’ It has been that way for 3 
years. It will be that way until this de-
bate is maybe over for this cycle. 

But I recall when the President gave 
his first immigration reform speech 
was January 6 of 2004, 3 years and a 
couple of months ago. There he 
brought out a lot of the same things 
that he is standing for now. And the 
President says that he is opposed to 
amnesty. But I will say that Ronald 
Reagan signed a bill that Ronald 
Reagan called amnesty that is very 
much the kind of policy that is being 
advocated by the White House. 

I am greatly concerned about this 
moving so quickly with so little infor-
mation that the American people 
would not have an opportunity to 
weigh in, would not have an oppor-
tunity to call and write and e-mail and 
fax their Senators and their House 
Members to be able to try to move the 
center, I guess, of the Republican and 
Democrat House of Representatives 
and the Senate. 

And so it is important that I call 
upon Members, don’t sign off on some-
thing till you read the fine print. The 
devil is in the details. The devils were 
in the details last year when the Sen-
ate moved their immigration reform 
bill and the details turned out to be 
tens of millions of people. Just a small 
detail, Madam Speaker, of tens of mil-
lions of people that would be legalized 
and granted amnesty in about a couple 
of decades period of time. That is the 

backdrop. That is the foundation of 
this. 

I have a lot to say about this, but I 
also recognize the gentleman from 
Texas who has been on this floor for a 
while has some things he would like to 
say about it, and I would be very happy 
to yield to Judge CARTER as much time 
as he may consume. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. KING) for yielding to 
me. And I appreciate him joining me in 
the previous hour in our discussion of 
Walter Reed and the health care for 
our soldiers and our veterans and how 
important that issue is. 

But I guess, at least in the State of 
Texas, if what I hear in my town hall 
meetings is anything to be compared, I 
think the issue of what is happening on 
our borders and what we are going to 
do to resolve the issue of immigration 
is a topic that has never failed to come 
up, now, in the past 3 years at literally, 
every occasion at which I have held a 
town hall meeting; and I generally hold 
between 17 and 25 a year with the addi-
tion of the new tool of the telephone 
town hall. I held one of those less than 
3 weeks ago for an hour and a half. 

And once again, the people of Texas 
are concerned about the issue of the il-
legal aliens that have invaded our 
country. And they are concerned about 
who is coming, and what are they 
going to do, and what are we going to 
do to resolve this problem? 

I have a Hispanic Council. The gen-
tleman from Iowa knows that Texas is 
a State that you would put down as a 
Hispanic State. In fact, I believe we 
have now, over 50 percent of the people 
in Texas are Hispanic. The difference 
between Texas and some other parts of 
the world is we have lived with His-
panic neighbors all of our history. I 
mean, our culture is a kind of a com-
bination of West and Mexican culture. 
It is the Southwest culture. It has a lot 
of the influence of Mexico in the 
Southwest culture. If you don’t believe 
that, come on down to Austin; let me 
feed you the best Mexican food on 
Earth. 

This is what is going on in Texas. We 
have lived with our neighbors like this 
all of our lives. When this issue cropped 
up I decided I wanted to form a His-
panic Council in my district. And we 
talk about issues, of course, immigra-
tion, the border, these are issues that 
are primary we discuss. But we made 
ourselves a promise that we were going 
to look at the world, all the world of 
litigation, legislation, and inter-
national relations, not just the immi-
gration issue. But we always discuss 
the immigration issue. And at least my 
council, which has a membership of 
folks that are, some of them first gen-
eration American citizens, most of 
them second or third or fourth genera-
tion American citizens. All of Hispanic 
descent, most of whom are from Mex-
ico, although there are some from 
other places. And we have a let your 
hair down, no holds barred discussion. 
And overall, my Hispanic community, 
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recognizes there is a problem and real-
izes we have to come up with a solu-
tion, and they are supportive of a solu-
tion that is within the law. 

And I think that is important be-
cause, quite frankly, the reason we 
have a crisis, I would tell my colleague 
from Iowa, is because we haven’t been 
enforcing the laws we have got and we 
haven’t been enforcing them since 1986 
when we cranked out the amnesty pro-
gram under Ronald Reagan. The key to 
the Reagan amnesty program being a 
success was enforce the law. And ad-
ministrations, Republican and Demo-
crat, have not done it. I mean, those 
are the facts. 

You know, one thing about history, 
it is history. You can try to write it a 
different way, but the reality of his-
tory is there is only one history and 
that is the truth of what happened. 

And what happened was we didn’t en-
force the laws. And as a result, we went 
from a trickle across our southern bor-
der and our northern border to a six- 
lane highway bumper to bumper inva-
sion. And that is what we have been 
facing now in the last 4 or 5 years. 

I would say, I have met with the 
White House on numerous occasions 
and been a very big critic of making 
sure that we got border enforcement. I 
will say, we are doing better at the bor-
der. We are not there yet, but w are 
doing substantially better. The num-
bers are down. The catch and release 
program and the ending of the catch 
and release program, although not 100 
percent, but it is better than it was 
when it was 100 percent catch and re-
lease. We are detaining people. And 
there are those who want to stop us 
and there are those who call us inhu-
mane. And, in fact, in my district, one 
of the real things that we desperately 
needed was a place to care for families 
that cross the border. And we had no 
facility that was family friendly. They 
built a family friendly, or remodeled a 
correctional institute to make a family 
friendly center to hold illegals with 
children, people who come in this coun-
try illegally with children. And it is in 
my district. It is 22 miles from my 
home in Taylor, Texas. That thing has 
come under fire from our neighbors to 
the south who are sort of San Fran-
cisco-like, we would call them, in their 
views and they have been picketing 
this facility and claiming it is inhu-
mane. I was there when they started 
remodeling this facility. I was there 
two-thirds of the way through the re-
model, and so I went back the last 
month, the last week we were there 
during the President’s Week, and I 
toured that facility. 

I have the expertise of having built 
two juvenile detention centers as a 
judge. I was the chairman of the Juve-
nile Board from its inception in 
Williamson County until I retired, so 
until I retired I was the only chairman 
the Juvenile Board ever had in 
Williamson County, now a county of 
about 300,000 people. And so I was in 
charge of the board that built our first 

William S. Lott Detention Center, back 
when we were a lot smaller county. We 
are probably the second fastest grow-
ing county in the Nation every year of 
the last 20 years. And so now we have 
built a much larger, 4 or 500-bed facil-
ity, the second one, the Williamson 
County Juvenile Detention Center. 

So when I went into this controver-
sial holding situation that we have got 
there in Taylor, I was looking for the 
kind of thing that we put our juvenile 
offenders into. And, you know, juvenile 
offenders are not, under the law, crimi-
nal offenders. It is a very special cat-
egory of the world. And so I looked at 
the classrooms, which, quite frankly, 
were better than the classrooms that 
my son and my daughter-in-law teach 
in at Round Rock High School, and I 
am pretty proud of the classroom that 
they teach in at Round Rock High 
School. They were very well managed. 
The teachers were bilingual and very, 
very compassionate. 

There was a glitch, bureaucratic 
glitch that caused some of them not to 
be taught long enough. But now they 
are meeting the Texas educational 
standards. They have recess, they have 
a playground, the rooms are decorated. 
They have done the best they can to 
make it juvenile friendly. And I figure 
if it is good enough for juveniles, it is 
certainly good enough for their par-
ents. 

But there is a lawsuit filed by the 
ACLU, and I am certain that our crisis 
is not over on that facility. But why 
did we have to build that facility? Be-
cause there were coyotes in Mexico 
who knew that if, for sure, if you were 
caught and you had a child in your pos-
session, they had no place to house 
you, no matter where you came from. 
And 97 percent of the people in that 
Taylor facility are OTM, other than 
Mexicans. They knew if you had a kid 
they couldn’t detain you. And so we 
had to have some way to detain. Those 
things are improvements. But that is 
the kind of, this is a very complicated 
situation. And you are right, it is not 
something that calls for a quick easy 
fix that suits certain people’s political 
agenda. It needs to be analyzed and it 
needs to be done, I still say, as we se-
cure the border and get the confidence 
of the American people that we care 
about what is going on, and we are get-
ting there. We need to come up with a 
way to identify people so we know who 
has the right to work and who doesn’t 
have the right to work in this country. 
Then our work program, with those 
who are here with no pathway to citi-
zenship, in my opinion, and then a 
work program for those that want to 
come in legally to work in a legal sys-
tem, work for a period of time and go 
back type of system, and finally re-
work our immigration and naturaliza-
tion laws to where they work, they are 
workable. And at that point in time, if 
you have violated the law, and you 
want to go for citizenship, you reapply 
from the nation you come from and 
you get in line like everybody else with 

some kind of penalty for having broken 
our laws. That makes sense. That is 
not something we should throw in in a 
quick laundry basket full of clothes, 
everything mixed up, and it will all 
work it out. We will work it out later, 
because, my friend from Iowa, ask the 
people that are in the trenches that are 
dealing with this immigration problem 
at ICE and other places. They are over-
whelmed now. If you throw the 7 to 20 
million that are hiding out in this 
country back on their shoulders to deal 
with, what are they going to do if we 
don’t think this out logically? 

b 2045 

They are going to be more over-
whelmed. And when a government sys-
tem is overwhelmed, it just stops work-
ing. And that is what we are experi-
encing in the United States today. You 
can’t blame these people. When they 
have got a pile of a thousand applica-
tions on their desk and you walk 
through the door with 10,000 more, they 
are going to say, I can’t do the thou-
sand, I sure as heck can’t do the 10,000. 

So I think it is really wonderful that 
the people in this Congress are willing 
to keep bringing this issue to the floor 
and reminding the American people 
that we care, because there are those of 
us who care very, very compas-
sionately about this issue. We can do it 
and we can do it right. And when it is 
done right, justice will prevail. I have 
been in the justice business all of my 
life, and I have been in the justice busi-
ness as a judge for almost 21 years. I 
believe that what we owe all people 
who reside in this country is justice. 
Justice occasionally requires responsi-
bility for your actions, and these are 
the kind of things we need to think 
about as we address this problem. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas. 

As I listen to you talk about this, 
Judge, and you live down in that terri-
tory where it has been part of your life 
and the flow of our life, from my back-
ground in the work that I have done, 
there have been some times in my life 
when there was something that was so 
complicated, so convoluted and so un-
predictable in its elements and so 
many hypotheticals that came out of 
each of those elements that no matter 
how hard I tried to chart a course 
through that and lay out contingency 
plans on, I call them if-then formulas 
which you can put on a spreadsheet, if 
then, we will do that; if that happens, 
then we will do this. And it threads 
through the whole equation. 

This immigration issue is so com-
plicated, so unpredictable and has so 
many hypotheticals that I contend 
that it is impossible for a body of 100 
Senators or 435 House Members or a 
President to chart a course through 
that and be able to put law in place 
that deals with all of the contingencies 
and ends up with the kind of product 
that if we can even agree on what that 
is, we could not get there. It is beyond 
human ability to put that into a law 
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and make that work; too many 
hypotheticals. 

So what I will submit is that we need 
to take this, as you suggested, one step 
at a time. I am for let’s go ahead and 
get things under control at the border. 
Stop the bleeding. As Dr. GINGREY has 
often said from Georgia, we have got to 
stop the bleeding before we can decide 
how we are going to stabilize the pa-
tient and give him rehab. That is step 
one. And we started on that, as you 
said. I have been down to look at that. 
In fact, a couple weeks ago I went down 
there and helped build some wall with 
Secretary Chertoff down south of 
Yuma on the border. It occurred to me 
that probably the only person in Amer-
ica that actually has gone down on the 
southern border and put border fence 
up with Chris Simcox or the Minute 
Men, and then turned around and weld-
ed steel wall on the border was Sec-
retary Chertoff. I don’t think those two 
guys are going to get together and do 
this together. I had the privilege of 
doing it on different occasions with 
each of them. But we can control this 
at the border; in fact, we must. And if 
we can’t do that, then all the rest of 
the policy we talk about goes for 
naught. 

And another fundamental principle 
that I stand on is that of all the discus-
sions that come out of the House and 
the Senate and the ideas about guest 
worker, or temporary worker, how we 
will give them a card, how that all 
might work; how you do background 
checks on people and then legalize 
them here, I don’t hear anyone address 
what you do with those that don’t 
come forward. Because those that come 
forward with a clean background 
record, they would then get their pass 
to either guest worker card or a path 
to citizenship, depending, they might 
feel pretty comfortable if all they did 
is come into the country illegally and 
that this government should write up a 
law, which I would oppose, that would 
be amnesty, too. But those that have a 
criminal record beyond that, those 
that have run afoul of the law for 
whatever reason, they are not coming 
out of the shadows because they don’t 
want the hook of the law in them, they 
don’t want to go off to prison and they 
don’t want to be deported. 

So we will not be uncovering the bad 
elements of society by trying to do 
background checks on people. And 
those elements of society, those slack-
ers that don’t want to come forward for 
whatever reason, those that have rea-
sons not to come forward, they still re-
main in the shadows an illegal core in 
this civilization, and the only way you 
get them out is to actually send people 
back home again. 

So I submit that we should use all of 
our local law enforcement. We should 
end all sanctuary policies. The local 
police force, county sheriffs, the high-
way patrol, the Texas Rangers, all 
those folks that are involved in law en-
forcement at all levels, and have them 
cooperating at all levels. 

I grew up in a law enforcement fam-
ily. And it was not something that we 
could have conceived of, but there 
would be a city police officer that 
would be prohibited from cooperating 
with a Federal officer on a law in this 
Nation because it happened to be Fed-
eral law as opposed to a city ordinance. 
So by that rationale, city police would 
only enforce city ordinances and State 
highway patrol and State officers, DCI 
or whatever, could only enforce State 
laws and then Federal officers could 
only enforce Federal laws. And I don’t 
know what the county sheriffs are 
going to do except maybe they are just 
going to serve warrants and papers. 

So we need to cooperate on all levels 
and we need to reestablish the rule of 
law. 

Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman would 
yield, I absolutely agree with that. And 
as law enforcement, we have learned 
how to cooperate over those jurisdic-
tional boundaries. There is no reason 
in the world why we can’t cooperate 
over jurisdictional boundaries with the 
Federal law enforcement officers, also. 
It can be done. We have done it in 
Texas, we have done it across the coun-
try. We can do it with the immigration 
issue. 

And I do agree with you, also, that no 
one is talking about what do you do 
with the people who don’t? That has to 
be addressed, also. If we are going to 
hold out a carrot of a work permit for 
people to come out and turn them-
selves in and report and file whatever 
pre-procedures this Congress estab-
lishes, we have to have a stick for 
those who don’t; that if we don’t, it 
won’t work. 

I am not for pounding anybody, don’t 
misunderstand me. My whole point is 
the carrot and the stick policy is law 
enforcement, the way we do some 
things in law enforcement. And it is 
important that we have that. If you 
don’t, there are going to be serious 
ramifications for not joining and try-
ing to solve this problem. 

And those people that are in this 
country illegally out there tonight, if 
they are listening, I hope they know 
that whatever this Congress does, and I 
am with you, as it works out this thing 
logically and putting a focus on each 
element as we move along, not a big 
trash basket, when we do, we put to-
gether a program, we expect you to 
participate. And if you don’t partici-
pate, I think there should be serious 
consequences. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas. And I know that 
there are some people in this Congress 
and across the country that will say, 
well, what about two sticks and no car-
rots. We may hear about that from the 
gentleman from Virginia, Mr. GOODE, 
who I would be happy to yield as much 
time as he may consume. 

Mr. GOODE. Madam Speaker, it is an 
honor to be here with Mr. KING; I ap-
preciate the time he has allotted to 
me. 

I want to thank him for his hard 
work in combating illegal immigration 

and the many problems that such 
brings to our country. I know today he 
had a forum over at the Woodrow Wil-
son Institute and had to slug it out 
with others who did not concur with 
his views. 

Judge Carter was here. I also want to 
thank him for his hard work on this 
issue, and for recognizing the need to 
secure our borders. 

First, I wish to commend the Mayor 
and Council of Hazelton, Pennsylvania 
for their courageous stand in defending 
the sanctity of Hazelton, the well-being 
of its citizens, and the integrity of the 
rule of law. The courage of this com-
munity should spur this Congress to be 
resolute in standing for the security of 
our Nation. 

By setting forth the city’s deter-
mination to impose penalties of those 
who rent to illegal aliens and requiring 
employers to verify the legal work sta-
tus of potential workers, the leadership 
of Hazelton is speaking for a majority 
of Americans who know and believe 
that strict measures must be employed 
if we are to secure jobs for workers who 
are here legally, if we are to preserve 
the traditional culture of our Nation, 
and if we are to be protected from 
criminal illegal aliens. 

Further, Hazelton’s action to stipu-
late English as their official language 
is a step that this Congress should also 
take in order to prevent our Nation 
from becoming divided into splinter 
groups that hunker down in the asser-
tion of their individuality rather than 
becoming a part of a great melting pot 
that Americans have cherished for over 
two centuries. 

Hazelton is now defending itself 
against the legal challenges of the 
ACLU and others. Hazelton should 
know that it is supported by millions 
of Americans who know that its cause 
is just. 

I would also like to mention, Madam 
Speaker, the movie ‘‘Borders,’’ which 
was showing in the Cannon Office 
Building last week. It is produced by 
Chris and Lisa Burgard. Lisa hails from 
Pittsylvania County, which is in the 
Fifth District of Virginia. We were 
honored to have in attendance Mr. and 
Mrs. Robert Duvall and Mr. Ron Max-
well, who starred and directed ‘‘Gods 
and Generals.’’ We also had some Mem-
bers of Congress to witness this film. 
Hopefully this film will be showing in 
theaters across the country in the near 
future. It illustrates the need for a se-
cure fence along our southern borders. 

The criminal activity along our bor-
der with Mexico is rampant. The 
coyotes and the drug dealers bring peo-
ple across on a regular basis, bringing 
drugs with them, paying them to smug-
gle in the illegal drugs so that the 
main ones are not caught with the 
drugs on them. This is just an example 
of the illegal activity that a secure 
southern would prevent. 

Last week, Secretary of the Interior, 
Dirk Kempthorne from Idaho, spoke 
about a fence that he saw on national 
land along our border with Mexico. He 
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told how it is believed that the drug 
cartel would jump that fence at night. 

When we talk about a fence that will 
secure our border, we cannot be lulled 
into thinking that you can have a 
woven wire or one fence that would 
keep our borders secure. We must have 
something akin to the triple fence that 
exists between San Diego and Mexico. 
You have a fence, then a roadway for 
the Border Patrol to ride up and down, 
then you have a large barrier in the 
center, you have another roadway, and 
then a third fence. 

The Secretary told about how the 
drug cartel would get these great driv-
ers who would jump that fence with in-
clines and keep on going. I dare say, 
even if you had someone like Dale 
Jarrett or Bobby Labonte, they could 
never jump the San Diego fence. It 
would be mighty tough to tunnel under 
it, too. And Mr. KING, I know you have 
illustrated that fence here on the floor. 
That is the kind of fence that will keep 
them out. And that is the reason a 
number of persons oppose this fence 
and do not want to see it funded be-
cause it will do the job. 

You mentioned amnesty, Mr. KING. 
You are right on the money. We cannot 
afford to have amnesty in any way. We 
have a great country in the United 
States of America; various beliefs, dif-
ferent religions, tremendous tolerance. 
We cannot afford to be swamped and 
sunk by the invasion of illegals into 
this country. 

Just the talk of amnesty means more 
illegal entry. Those that come in ille-
gally say well, let’s go and stay just a 
few years. If we can go and stay a few 
years, we are going to get to stay for-
ever. In the 1980s, they gave those that 
came and stayed a while amnesty. In 
the 1990s they, meaning our govern-
ment, gave those that came and stayed 
for a while amnesty. And those that 
come across now, every time the body 
on the other side of this Capitol talks 
about amnesty, more want to come. 
When they hear the President say we 
are going to create a new guest worker 
program with a glidepath to citizen-
ship, more want to come because they 
know. And the sidewalk talk is correct, 
if we can get there and stay just a lit-
tle while, we are going to get a blue 
card, a red card, a green card or some-
thing, and we are going to have our 
glidepath to citizenship. And we will 
have ridden around a system. And ev-
erybody that is playing by the rules 
and waiting in line, well, they are just 
foolish. We broke the law, we got away 
with it, and they are giving us am-
nesty. 

b 2100 
Illegal immigration has swamped our 

hospitals. It has jacked up health care 
costs for Americans not only in the 
southwestern United States but all 
across this land. We want to do some-
thing about health care costs. Shut off 
illegal immigration, and you will get a 
benefit. 

I have been to community health 
centers which have gotten significantly 

increased funding over the last 5 to 8 
years. Community health centers serve 
those primarily who have little or no 
assets and who have little or no insur-
ance. They don’t question whether 
someone may not have the wherewithal 
or whether someone is in this country 
illegally or not. They see someone 
needs health care assistance, and they 
get it. A big impact on community 
health systems is illegal immigration. 
A big impact on free clinics is illegal 
immigration. 

Social services, now, they say there 
are some rules against providing them 
for illegal aliens. But, again, the check 
system at the local level is not there. 
And there would be some if they did 
like Hazelton, Pennsylvania. They are 
saying you are being too harsh. Well, a 
lot of illegals have left Hazelton, Penn-
sylvania; and if we had more Hazelton, 
Pennsylvanias around this country, we 
would have a lot less problem. 

Corrections, illegal aliens, a huge 
negative impact on local jails and local 
prisons. A huge impact on the State 
prison systems all across the country. 
Last year the head of the Federal Bu-
reau of Prisons testified that out of 
189,000 Federal prisoners, 50,000 were il-
legal aliens. And I think you figured it 
at about 28 percent. 

I surely hope the illegal alien popu-
lation in the United States is not that 
high. It is high and it is growing. We 
got to 300 million much quicker than 
anticipated. A huge strain on our en-
ergy, a huge strain on many aspects of 
our society. 

Let’s stop illegal immigration and 
improve America. Our policy towards 
illegals needs to be clear: keep them 
out, direct them back, and save Amer-
ica. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Virginia for 
a clear message. 

The American people appreciate 
straight-talking, clear messages. There 
have been far too many of these mes-
sages that are muddled and confusing, 
and those muddled and confusing mes-
sages cause more problems with more 
people coming across the border. And I 
am not hearing people stand up and say 
it would be wonderful if everybody 
could wake up in their own country 
one day in a legal fashion and not have 
to look over their shoulder and rebuild 
their own nation, rebuild their own so-
ciety, rebuild their own economy. 

I had this conversation with the am-
bassador to the United States from 
Mexico. And I say, If you encourage 
your people, the vitality of your na-
tion, to come here to the United 
States, who is going to be there to re-
form Mexico? Who is going to be there 
to rebuild Mexico? And he had to con-
cede that is no way to run a country. 

At this point, Madam Speaker, I 
would be very happy to yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN). 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Madam Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

The gentleman mentioned his recent 
trip out to the Mexican border in the 

State of Arizona. I had the pleasure of 
accompanying you on that trip and 
found that very insightful. 

As we begin to move into this debate 
this session of the Congress, I think it 
is important that we keep some prin-
ciples in mind. And, hopefully, these 
principles, I think, if they are followed, 
will help us arrive at the right public 
policy decision. And I think there are 
just three key ones. 

And the first one is and it has been 
mentioned by the previous speakers 
this hour, but the first one is we have 
to focus on security first. As we discov-
ered down at the border with Secretary 
Chertoff, it is important that we secure 
the border and we do that first. I think 
the former Speaker of the House has 
made the statement, does an anti-
ballistic missile defense system make a 
lot of sense when a terrorist can rent a 
truck and drive it across the border? 
That is an important thing. It is about 
security. 

When we were down there on our 
visit, a few things stuck out in my 
mind, and the American people under-
stand this. The first is how real this 
problem is. As the gentleman from 
Iowa knows, we were in a helicopter 
flying out along the border, and the 
pilot came over the intercom and said, 
Look out the window right there and 
you will see some aliens attempting to 
cross right now. And we literally saw 
approximately 20, 25 people coming 
across. We were flying right along the 
Mexican/United States border, and we 
saw 25 people trying to cross the border 
illegally, and they attempted to hide 
under a tree. There wasn’t much cover 
out in the desert, as the gentleman re-
members, but there they were. And 
they had the clothes on their backs and 
jugs of water in their hands and they 
took off running back to the border. 
But it just reinforced in my mind what 
the American people need understand 
about how real this problem is. 

The second thing that I think I came 
away with from that visit is the fence 
is working. As the gentleman from Vir-
ginia pointed out, where they are con-
structing it right now is having an im-
pact. And obviously the strategy of our 
Secretary of our government is to put 
the fence up first in those areas where 
it is going to have the best and great-
est impact, and that is in the urban 
areas. And it is working, and it is a 
double fence, as the gentleman talked 
about. And it is making a difference. 

The other thing that is making a dif-
ference out there is our National 
Guard, our good men and women in the 
National Guard who are helping build 
that same fence where I know you 
welded and we all had a chance to do a 
little welding there. They are providing 
more eyes to see the illegals as they at-
tempt to cross, and they are helping 
with that fence. But security has to be 
priority number one, as we think about 
the policy that makes sense for our 
country. 

The second principle that has to 
guide this debate, and, again, it has 
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been highlighted already, is the idea 
that our country is great because we 
have a lot of great principles that were 
there at the founding and are still 
present today. One of those funda-
mental principles that makes America 
the greatest Nation ever is the concept 
that the rule of law matters. And when 
people willingly, knowingly violate the 
rule of law, there have to be serious 
consequences. And that is why am-
nesty as a policy makes no sense for 
people who willingly and knowingly 
violated the law. 

And, finally, the third thing I would 
point out, and I think sometimes as we 
focus on making sure we are securing 
our borders and following the rule of 
law, one of the things that seems to get 
left out in the debate is we should wel-
come people, we should welcome immi-
grants who want to come here legally. 
I mean, immigrants have always been a 
great treasure to this country, have al-
ways added to the greatness of this 
country. And for those folks who want 
to come here and learn our culture, 
learn our language, learn English, we 
should welcome them. 

And who can fault people who want 
to come to the freest, greatest Nation 
in history? So if they want to do it the 
right way, the legal way, we should 
work on a policy that also helps the 
bureaucracy work better to help those 
people who want to be a part of the 
American culture and want to be a part 
of this great country. 

Madam Speaker, this is the greatest 
Nation in history. And for people who 
want to come here for the right rea-
sons, we should welcome them here. If 
these three principles drive our policy, 
I think we are going to get at the right 
policy and I hope we do, but it has to 
be driven by these three principles, and 
security has to be of paramount impor-
tance. 

And I appreciate the gentleman from 
Iowa’s leadership on this issue and oth-
ers here in the United States Congress. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
JORDAN). 

I did appreciate the privilege to trav-
el with you. And there is some extra 
value in that, and that is you see what 
it is that people notice and you under-
stand what their priorities are and you 
begin to understand how people rear-
range their priorities and the basic val-
ues that come together. And you have 
heard some of these basic values flow 
out from Mr. JORDAN here this evening, 
Madam Speaker. And I look forward to 
a lot more of these kinds of events in 
helping to shape policy for the Amer-
ican people. 

I look at this overall immigration 
policy that we have, and I think there 
are some great big blanks out there 
and questions that are asked and not 
answered, seldom asked and never an-
swered. The first question that one 
should ask is, Is there such a thing as 
too much illegal immigration? Or let 
me put it this way: Is there such a 
thing as too much immigration? And if 

the answer to that is ‘‘yes,’’ then you 
need to divide that between legal and 
illegal. And for me illegal immigration, 
any of it, is too much. All immigration 
should be legal. We shouldn’t tolerate 
illegal immigration, and we surely 
should not reward it with an amnesty 
plan, which I believe is being worked 
on right now in the offices over in the 
Senate and perhaps on the House side, 
preparing to reach that kind of an 
agreement between the House and the 
Senate and the White House to quickly 
bring a bill that we don’t have time to 
scrutinize and time to debate thor-
oughly. 

If you look at what happened last 
year, there was mistake after mistake 
after mistake made in the Senate’s 
version of the bill. And first they had a 
bill on the floor that would have legal-
ized between 100 and 200 million people. 
And then there was, I believe, a Binga-
man amendment that reduced it and 
put a cap on one or two of those cat-
egories that took that number down 
under 100 million. Different numbers 
came back and forth. The Senators vot-
ing on that didn’t know how many 
numbers they were talking about. You 
could ask them point blank, and they 
would not answer. But the best num-
bers, the most reliable numbers came 
from Robert Rector of the Heritage 
Foundation, and the numbers that I 
saw there near the end of that debate 
were 66 million people that would be 
brought into the United States under 
the policies that exist and the ones 
that the Senate would have added in 
their reform bill that they passed last 
year. A lot of that same sentiment; 66 
million people, Madam Speaker. 

And so I went back and looked, and I 
wondered how many people were natu-
ralized into the United States legally 
in all of our history. And it turns out 
that we began keeping records in 1820. 
Not at the beginning, but in the 1820s. 
The numbers were small prior to that. 
They were small in 1820. And we 
tracked this thing up until the census 
of the year 2000. So between 1820 and 
the year 2000, the complete totals that 
we have, the number is 66.1 million 
people have been naturalized into the 
United States in all of our history. And 
this Senate version of the bill last year 
would have matched the pot all in one 
fell swoop. And they did this all with a 
straight face, Madam Speaker. 

I recall the amnesty in 1986 that 
Reagan signed, and it was supposed to 
be 1 million people. I was appalled that 
1 million people would get a pass on 
the rule of law. Well, I was triplely ap-
palled when I realized how bad it was 
because that 1 million turned into 
more than 3 million by most accounts 
because, first of all, they underesti-
mated how many people would apply. 
Secondly, they underestimated how 
persuasive the fraud would be with peo-
ple that raced across the border and 
jumped in line so they could get their 
amnesty. 

I have met some of the people that 
received amnesty in 1986, and they are 

almost universally in favor of amnesty 
in 2007. And the reason is because they 
were a beneficiary of amnesty. When 
they had amnesty, it was good for 
them; so, of course, they advocate that 
for anyone else. Certainly their chil-
dren were taught: amnesty was the 
best thing that ever happened to you, 
sons and daughters of mine, and we 
need to make sure that everyone else 
can take advantage of this same thing. 

But amnesty comes with a price, and 
the price is you sacrifice the rule of 
law if you grant amnesty. 

So the 3 million that received am-
nesty in 1986 became great advocates 
for more amnesty. And then each gen-
eration after that, more people have 
come into the country, that 3 million, 
and today the most conservative num-
ber of illegal immigrants in the United 
States is about 12 million. Many of us 
believe that number exceeds 20 million. 
Some believe it exceeds 30 million. I 
am in that above-20 million category, 
and it is anybody’s guess up in that 
territory. But if there is an amnesty 
bill that comes out of the Senate and 
through the House and to the White 
House, then you are going to see tens 
of millions of people that take advan-
tage of this, and we will be sacrificing, 
Madam Speaker, the rule of law. 

And I have talked about why would 
we do this, what would be the purpose 
for this kind of a policy. Well, first of 
all, the Federal Government has failed 
to enforce adequately our immigration 
laws. And as we got more and more il-
legal immigrants into the United 
States, it became a magnet for more 
and more to follow. They began to re-
cruit in their communities. We had 
companies that put up billboards in 
Mexico encouraging people there to il-
legally come to the United States and 
apply for a job. Some of them recruited 
them down there and brought them 
across the border to go to work in their 
factories and in their plants. And this 
is commonly known in the commu-
nities that utilize this kind of labor. So 
what kind of a Nation would do that 
and why would we? First of all, the 
Federal Government didn’t enforce the 
law. 

Secondly, employers took advantage 
of that because they could hire illegal 
labor cheaper than they could local 
labor. And capital is always rational. 
Capital is going to do the smart thing. 
Capital is going to follow the path of 
least resistance like electricity. So 
there wasn’t a resistance on the law 
enforcement side; so capital then hired 
illegal labor, brought them into the 
United States or hired them when they 
came here. Regardless, that was the 
magnet. 

b 2115 

They understood that they could pay 
illegal labor less and there were far 
fewer contingent liabilities that went 
along with the illegal labor. 

So if you have to pay $15 an hour as 
a going rate for an American citizen or 
someone who is lawfully present in the 
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United States to do a job, but you can 
hire someone who is here illegally be-
cause they are in the shadows and have 
to scurry around and hide away from 
the law, if you can hire them for, let’s 
say, $8 an hour, and then if you have to 
provide health insurance, retirement 
benefits and take on the contingent li-
abilities of legal employees, the $15 an 
hour, plus the health insurance pack-
age, plus the retirement package, plus 
the worker’s comp piece, which is 
going to be higher because they are 
more likely to file the claims, plus the 
litigation risk of filing a suit against 
an employer, and then the unemploy-
ment claims that would come if you 
lay people off, none of that exists in 
any significant quantity when you are 
hiring someone who is illegal. 

So you hire them cheaper, maybe at 
$8 an hour, compared to a $15 an hour 
legal person, but then that is all you 
are really ending up with, was 8 bucks 
an hour. But if you hire somebody at 
$15 an hour and they are legal, then 
you have to add on to that so much for 
health insurance, so much for retire-
ment benefits, so much for worker’s 
comp, so much for unemployment, so 
much for contingent liabilities. What if 
this employee turns around and sues 
me for something? You add that all up, 
it is far cheaper to hire the illegal la-
borer than the legal. Then that mag-
netized and brought more and more 
into this country. 

Americans have allowed it to happen 
under their nose. The administration 
hasn’t sounded the alarm. They could 
seal the border more quickly than they 
are, and they are accelerating their ef-
forts here, and I want to compliment 
them for that effort. But I am also 
watching closely to see if this effort is 
a real, sincere committed effort, or if it 
is an effort that is designed to help 
clear the political groundwork so that 
Members of Congress will be lulled to 
sleep, so-to-speak, and adopt a com-
prehensive plan, which again the word 
‘‘comprehensive’’ is the substitute 
word for amnesty plan. 

So do we do this because we need the 
labor, is one of those questions. The 
statement is made over and over again, 
well, we have to have the labor. After 
all, we have willing employers and 
willing employees. That should be the 
standard. 

Madam Speaker, if you can give me 
cheap enough labor, I want to hire 
them all. If you can get me reliable 
workers, I want the first 100 at a buck 
an hour I can get. I probably want the 
first hundred at $2 or $3 an hour, or in 
fact $5 an hour. We will find a way to 
make some money. I want them legal. 
They have to be for me. 

My point is though the cheaper labor 
gets, the more demand there is. Kind of 
like if gas goes down to 50 cents, people 
are going to drive more, or if porter-
house steaks go down to 50 cents a 
pound, a lot more people are going to 
eat the fancy steak instead of eating 
the hamburger. Cheap labor, the same 
thing; the lower the price, the more 
consumption there is. 

So it isn’t an equation of willing em-
ployer-willing employee, because the 
employer is always going to be willing 
if he can make money off of a willing 
employee who will work cheaper than 
the going rate. It is an advantage for 
the employer to do that. 

I hear from Member after Member, 
think tank head after think tank head, 
they get on the media airwaves every 
day, Madam Speaker, and they say a 
willing employer, a willing employee. 
We have people that need this labor. 
There is a demand for it. Therefore, we 
have to find a way to provide it. Other-
wise, what happens in America if we 
don’t flood the cheap labor market? 

Well, one thing that has happened 
from flooding it is we have seen the un-
skilled purchasing power drop by 12 
percent over the last 10 years, that is 
because there is a flood of cheap labor 
on the market. And it should go the 
other way. We want a broad middle- 
class. We want an ever more prosperous 
middle-class. Instead, the pressure that 
is coming here is those that are mak-
ing money off of the cheap labor are be-
coming an aristocracy. They are part 
of nouveau rich in the United States of 
America. And our upper-middle class, 
or upper class, for that matter, is grow-
ing, and so is our lower class growing, 
because we are importing it, and that 
is putting a squeeze on middle Amer-
ica. 

One of the principles of a free society 
is you need to have a broad and pros-
perous middle-class. We have been 
growing and broadening that middle- 
class for generations and becoming a 
stronger Nation because of it. But this 
last generation it is going the other 
way, Madam Speaker. This last genera-
tion, we are growing the aristocracy 
and we are growing the lower class, im-
porting a lower class, all at the expense 
of the middle class, which is being 
squeezed in between the two. 

But in the middle is the real Amer-
ica. In the middle is the real America 
that understands truth, justice, the 
American way, the merits of hard 
work, the American dream. They have 
a tremendous work ethic, a sense of 
family and community. They are being 
squeezed, Madam Speaker, by the in-
terests on the upper levels of our soci-
ety and by the thunderous herds that 
are coming across particularly our 
southern border, on the lower end of 
our society, at the expense of our mid-
dle-class. 

I would point out that if you envision 
this society like a barbell, and the mid-
dle-class would be the bar, and the 
weights on each end would be the bells, 
on one side you have the weight on the 
right side of that barbell, that is the 
business interests in America. A lot of 
them are Republican interests, but cer-
tainly not all of them. There are a lot 
of liberal elitists that sit in that cat-
egory too. And they are clamoring for 
more cheap labor because they make 
money doing it, and they are not 
threatened, nor do they believe their 
children will ever be threatened by the 

competition in the labor market that 
takes place down in the lower end of 
the spectrum. 

The people on the right side of that, 
the business side of that barbell, that 
interest, they will send their children 
to Ivy League schools, upper crust uni-
versities, they will get an education. 
They won’t ever have to compete, prob-
ably, with the lower income people 
that don’t have that kind of education, 
that kind of culture, that gives them a 
path to professionalism. 

So they will end up living in their 
ivory towers and end up living in their 
gated communities and getting rich off 
the cheaper labor, and their children 
will be wired into that same kind of 
thing. And that is how you grow an ar-
istocracy. That is how you grow a rul-
ing class. That is how you grow an ar-
rogance, that they have a birthright to 
a servant class, which they are cre-
ating. 

That servant class that they are cre-
ating is the other end of this barbell, 
and that is this massive number of peo-
ple who give especially the left a lot of 
political power. Even those who are in 
this country illegally give political 
power to many Members here in this 
Congress because we count people rath-
er than citizens when he with redistrict 
in America. 

As we count people, that means we 
count illegal immigrant in these dis-
tricts. So illegal immigrants give polit-
ical power to the Members of Congress 
who are here because they don’t have 
to get their vote. They only have to 
compete. 

There will be a couple of seats here in 
the House of Representatives, where it 
will take about 110,000 votes for me to 
get reelected to my seat, there are a 
couple of seats that take around 30,000, 
35,000 votes for the same thing, and the 
reason is because the illegal population 
is counted in the census, and the larger 
that number is, the fewer citizens are 
left to actually cast a ballot. And that 
is the circumstance. 

So think of this barbell. On the one 
side is the ruling class, on the other 
side of the barbell, the political power 
of the lower class, the new servant 
class that is being created, and in the 
middle, the bar itself is the middle- 
class that holds it altogether that is 
being squeezed by the two. That is 
what we are up against, Madam Speak-
er. 

So, do we need this labor? I would 
point out that if it is 12 million in the 
United States illegally, according to I 
believe it was a Pew Foundation study, 
that the illegal labor amounted out of 
that 12 million, 6.9 million workers are 
actually working. They don’t all work, 
of course. Some are homemakers, some 
are too young. But 6.9 million working 
illegals in America. 

Of that 6.9 million, that represents 
4.7 percent of the overall workforce, 
and 2.2 percent of the actual produc-
tion, because they are unskilled, they 
don’t produce like a more highly 
trained worker does. So they are only 
doing 2.2 percent of the work. 
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Well, if you opened up your factory 

doors in the morning and you found out 
that 2.2 percent of your production, 
your work force, wasn’t going to show 
up that day, in order to make up for 
the difference, I would send a memo 
out to my staff that said, you know, 
your 15-minute coffee break this morn-
ing and your 15-minute coffee break 
this afternoon, I am going to shorten 
that to 10 minutes. 

If you do that, if you cut your two 
coffee breaks, morning and afternoon, 
by 5 minutes each, you will have 
picked up 2.1 percent of the production, 
almost the same thing that the illegal 
labor represents. Ten minutes a day 
out of an 8 hour shift of America, that 
is how much we would be missing. Yet 
I hear Chicken Little, oh, we can’t get 
along without this labor. We must have 
it. If we don’t have it, the economy will 
collapse. 

It will not collapse, Madam Speaker. 
We can adapt to it easily. We have 
taken years to get here, at least 20 
years to evolve into this circumstance 
that we are today, and we can evolve 
away from that, away from the depend-
ency, away from this addiction, away 
from this methadone of illegal labor 
that we have in America, and it will 
not be that hard to do. 

Also there are 6.9 million working 
illegals in America, but then the argu-
ment is, well, but we have unemploy-
ment at essentially record low rates of 
4.6 percent. Well, that is nice. That is 
effectively a very low unemployment 
rate. It is not the lowest. It is not 
record low unemployment. In World 
War II, we had a 1.3 percent unemploy-
ment rate then. 

But it is about 4.6, and they will say 
you can’t get enough workers out of 
the unemployment rolls to fill the gap 
we need for this labor. Well, maybe you 
can’t, and probably in fact I will say 
certainly you can’t. 

I will say also going into the welfare 
rolls, we couldn’t hire all of them. 
Many of them would not be employ-
able. If we could hire half of them and 
if we could hire half of those on unem-
ployment, we still wouldn’t put a very 
significant dent in that 6.9 million 
labor force. 

But I can tell you, Madam Speaker, 
that going to look at the Department 
of Labor statistics, it shows an entirely 
different story. If you were going to 
place a factory in a location, you 
wouldn’t simply look at the unemploy-
ment rate in that location and deter-
mine how many people there were to 
hire. You would hire a consulting com-
pany, and that company would go in 
and survey the area and determine the 
available labor force that was in the 
area. This is a standard known practice 
in all business and industry. The con-
sulting firm would identify the avail-
able labor. 

I went into the Department of Labor 
Statistics to determine the available 
labor supply in America, and I began to 
add up the different categories of age 
groups. 16 to 19 year olds, we have 9.3 

million non-working 16 to 19 year olds 
in America. Now, not even part-time. 
Some of these are part-time jobs. And 
so I start there, because that is where 
young people learn their work ethic. 

As I add up these age categories from 
16 on up to 19, and then from 20 to 24 
and the list goes on up the line, and I 
got to 65 and I had to make a decision, 
and I looked around and concluded that 
Wal-Mart hires up to 74 years old, so I 
added them all up to that. One of the 
reasons I am going to confess, Madam 
Speaker, is because it was a convenient 
number I could memorize. It is not sub-
stantially changed if you lower the 
number down to 65. 

But it works like this: 6.9 million 
working illegal laborers in America 
could be replaced by hiring one out of 
ten of the 69 million workers in Amer-
ica who are simply not in the work-
force. 

What Nation would ignore 69 million 
people not in the workforce and go and 
bring people in from another country? 
That would be like having a lifeboat 
with that percentage of people on it, 
and deciding you needed some more 
people to pull on the oars, and having 
all of those people up there in steerage 
riding along, and no, it wouldn’t occur 
to us to go up and say come on down 
here and grab ahold of that oar. Why 
don’t we pull off on an island and see if 
we can’t recruit some more people, 
load them in the lifeboat, and maybe 7 
out of 12 of them will row. That is what 
it amounts to, Madam Speaker. 

So we have not been very objective in 
this. There is also a tremendous 
amount of crime, and the victims of 
that crime, it has been a tremendous 
price paid here in the United States. 
We talk about it very little, but every 
day there are American citizens that 
die violently at the hands of criminal 
aliens who are in this country and who, 
if we had enforced the laws, with not be 
here. 

I had a gentleman say to me today, 
there isn’t a shred of evidence that ille-
gal immigrants commit crimes at any 
greater rate than average Americans 
do. But the truth is, Madam Speaker, 
there is a tremendous amount of evi-
dence that they do. 

In fact, the numbers work out to be 
that in the United States, the violent 
death rate is 4.28 per 100,000 annually. 
In Mexico, it is 13.2 per 100,000. That is 
a solid three-plus times greater violent 
death rate in Mexico. And Mexico is 
the most peaceful nation south of our 
border that I can identify. Honduras 
has nine times the violent death rate. 
El Salvador’s is not published, but we 
know it is very high. If you go to Co-
lombia, their violent death rate com-
pared to the United States is 15.4 times 
higher. 

So if you bring people from that soci-
ety, of course they are going to commit 
more crimes. They are committed in 
their home country. They bring that 
culture with them. Also, $65 billion 
worth of illegal drugs pour across that 
southern border every year, brought in 
by these elements. 

I am not here to say that they are all 
bad people. No, the vast majority of 
them are very good people looking for 
a better life for their families. But they 
have a higher percentage of violence 
among them, even as good people, than 
the average American that is here, and 
we are paying a price of about 12 Amer-
icans a day who lose their life as vic-
tims of murder to criminal aliens, 
about 13 a day who die at the hands of 
negligent homicide, mostly the victims 
of drunk drivers, not the drunks them-
selves. 

b 2130 

That is the magnitude of this, 
Madam Speaker. And I recognize by 
the clock I am in a position where I 
need to say thank you for the privilege 
of addressing you on the floor of the 
House of Representatives 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Ms. BALDWIN (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today and March 13 on ac-
count of illness. 

Mr. CAPUANO (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today. 

Ms. CASTOR (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today. 

Ms. KILPATRICK (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today. 

Mr. BUYER (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of med-
ical reasons. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. BISHOP of Georgia) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:) 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5 
minutes, today. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. JONES of North Carolina) 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous material:) 

Mr. DREIER, for 5 minutes, today and 
March 13, 14, and 15. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 
today and March 13, 14, and 15. 

Ms. FOXX, for 5 minutes, March 13. 
Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, March 13. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, March 13, 2007, at 10:30 a.m., for 
morning hour debate. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 
Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 

communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

804. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Land and Minerals Management, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Tennessee Federal 
Regulatory Program (RIN: 1029-AC50) re-
ceived February 27, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

805. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Land and Minerals Management, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Oil and Gas and Sul-
phur Operations in the Outer Continental 
Shelf and Oil Spill Financial Responsibility 
for Offshore Facilities-Civil Penalties (RIN: 
1010-AD39) received February 27, 2007, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

806. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Land and Minerals Management, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Oil and Gas and Sul-
phur Operations in the Outer Continental 
Shelf-Incorporate API RP 65 for Cementing 
Shallow Water Flow Zones (RIN: 1010-AD19) 
received February 27, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

807. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Endangered and Threatened 
Wildife and Plants; Designation of Critical 
Habitat for Monardella linoides ssp. viminea 
(Willowy Monardella) (RIN: 1018-AT92) re-
ceived February 27, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

808. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Standard In-
strument Approach Procedures; Miscella-
neous Amendments [Docket No. 30494; Amdt. 
No. 3167] (RIN: 2120-AA65 (1-25/5-31/Amdt. 
3167) received February 27, 2007, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

809. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Standard In-
strument Approach Procedures, Weather 
Takeoff Minimums; Miscellaneous Amend-
ments [Docket No. 30500 Amdt. No. 3172] 
(RIN: 2120-AA65 (1-25/6-28/Amdt. 3172) re-
ceived February 27, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

810. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; McDonnell Douglas Model DC-9- 
10, DC-9-20, DC-9-30, DC-9-40, and DC-9-50 Se-
ries Airplanes; Model DC-9-81 (MD-81), DC-9- 
82 (MD-82), DC-9-83 (MD-83), and DC-9-87 (MD- 
87) Airplanes; Model MD-88 Airplanes; Model 
MD-90-30 Airplanes; and Model 717-200 Air-
planes [Docket No. FAA-2005-22254; Direc-
torate Identifier 2005-NM-001-AD; Amend-
ment 39-14598; AD 2006-10-14] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received February 27, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

811. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 767-200, -300, and 
-300F Series Airplanes [Docket No. FAA-2005- 
22529; Directorate Identifier 2005-NM-0990- 
AD; Amendment 39-14592; AD 2006-10-08] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received February 27, 2007, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

812. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Saab Model SAAB-Fairchild 
SF340A (SAAB/SF340A) and SAAB 340B Air-
planes [Docket No. FAA-2006-24075; Direc-
torate Identifier 2005-NM-235-AD; Amend-
ment 39-14589; AD 2006-10-05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received February 27, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

813. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Airbus Model A319-100, A320-200, 
A321-100, and A321-200 Series Airplanes 
[Docket No. FAA-2005-22919; Directorate 
Identifier 2005-NM-087-AD; Amendment 39- 
14582; AD 2006-09-11] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
February 27, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

814. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulation Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Statute of Limitations on Assessment 
Concerning Certain Individuals Filing In-
come Tax Returns with the U.S. Virgin Is-
lands (RIN: Notice 2007-19) received February 
26, 2007, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

815. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Announcement and Report Concerning Ad-
vanced Pricing Agreements (RIN: Announce-
ment 2007-31) received February 26, 2007, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

816. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Revised Housing Cost Amounts Eligible 
for Exclusion or Deduction (RIN: Notice 2007- 
25) received February 26, 2007, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. WAXMAN: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. Supplemental re-
port on H.R. 985. A bill to amend title 5, 
United States Code, to clarify which disclo-
sures of information are protected from pro-
hibited personnel practices; to require a 
statement in nondisclsoure policies, forms, 
and agreements to effect that such policies, 
forms, and agreements are consistent with 
certain disclosure protections, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 110–42 Pt. 2). Ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WAXMAN: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 1309. A bill to 
promote openness in Government by 
strengthening section 552 of title 5, United 
States Code (commonly referred to as the 
Freedom of Information Act), and for other 
purposes; with amendments (Rept. 110–45). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. OBERSTAR: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 1045. A bill to 
designate the Federal building located at 210 
Walnut Street in Des Moines, Iowa, as the 
‘‘Neal Smith Federal Building’’ (Rept. 110– 
46). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WAXMAN: Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. H.R. 1362. A bill to 
reform acquisition practices of the Federal 
Government; with an amendment (Rept. 110– 
47 Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. JEFFERSON: 
H.R. 1468. A bill to ensure that, for each 

small business participating in the 8(a) busi-
ness development program that was affected 
by Hurricane Katrina of 2005, the period in 
which it can participate is extended by 18 
months; to the Committee on Small Busi-
ness. 

By Mr. LANTOS (for himself and Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN): 

H.R. 1469. A bill to establish the Senator 
Paul Simon Study Abroad Foundation under 
the authorities of the Mutual Educational 
and Cultural Exchange Act of 1961; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FILNER: 
H.R. 1470. A bill to amend the Department 

of Veterans Affairs Health Care Programs 
Enhancement Act of 2001 to require the pro-
vision of chiropractic care and services to 
veterans at all Department of Veterans Af-
fairs medical centers; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. FILNER: 
H.R. 1471. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to permit eligible veterans to 
receive direct access to chiropractic care; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. BARROW (for himself, Mr. 
BACA, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
BOSWELL, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. BOU-
CHER, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. BOREN, 
and Mr. COURTNEY): 

H.R. 1472. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to eliminate the deductible and 
change the method of determining the mile-
age reimbursement rate under the bene-
ficiary travel program administered by the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. BARROW (for himself, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. JACKSON-LEE 
of Texas, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. 
BOREN, and Mr. COURTNEY): 

H.R. 1473. A bill to amend the Child Care 
and Development Block Grant Act of 1990 to 
require child care providers to provide to 
parents information regarding whether such 
providers carry current liability insurance; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. BERRY (for himself, Ms. 
HERSETH, Mr. JONES of North Caro-
lina, Mr. WICKER, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. 
ADERHOLT, Mr. ROSS, Mr. GRAVES, 
Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. COURTNEY, and 
Mr. MORAN of Kansas): 

H.R. 1474. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to require the sponsor of 
a prescription drug plan or an organization 
offering an MA-PD plan to promptly pay 
claims submitted under part D and to pro-
hibit the inclusion of certain identifying in-
formation of pharmacies on explanatory pre-
scription drug information and cards distrib-
uted by prescription drug plan sponsors; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Mrs. 
MCCARTHY of New York, Ms. WATSON, 
Mr. SERRANO, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, 
Mr. FOSSELLA, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. HIN-
CHEY, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
Mrs. TAUSCHER, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 
SHAYS, Ms. KILPATRICK, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. FARR, Mr. FRANK of 
Massachusetts, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. 
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MCHUGH, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mrs. 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. HASTINGS 
of Florida, Mr. HONDA, Mr. WYNN, Mr. 
NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. ENGEL, 
Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
WEINER, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. 
TIERNEY, Mr. OLVER, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. 
DEGETTE, and Mr. BLUMENAUER): 

H.R. 1475. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase and equalize 
the exclusion from gross income for parking 
and transportation fringe benefits and to 
provide for a common cost-of-living adjust-
ment, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida (for herself, Mr. KIRK, Mr. 
FEENEY, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. SHAYS, 
Mrs. BIGGERT, Mrs. MILLER of Michi-
gan, Mr. PORTER, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. BART-
LETT of Maryland, Mr. UPTON, and 
Mr. ROSKAM): 

H.R. 1476. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to expand the 
nursing home patients’ bill of rights to in-
clude the right to receive care from a cred-
ible caregiver by requiring background 
checks on direct access employees and the 
right to a safe environment during an emer-
gency or natural disaster by requiring nurs-
ing long-term care facilities to establish dis-
aster emergency and evacuation plans; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. FORTENBERRY: 
H.R. 1477. A bill to amend title 10, United 

States Code, to extend military commissary 
and exchange store privileges to veterans 
with a compensable service-connected dis-
ability and to their dependents; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. GRIJALVA (for himself, Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado, and Mr. PASTOR): 

H.R. 1478. A bill to amend the Morris K. 
Udall Scholarship and Excellence in Na-
tional Environmental and Native American 
Public Policy Act of 1992 to provide funds for 
training in tribal leadership, management, 
and policy, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and in 
addition to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. HINCHEY (for himself, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. PAUL, 
Mr. ROYCE, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Ms. 
SCHWARTZ): 

H.R. 1479. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for coverage 
of qualified acupuncturist services under 
part B of the Medicare Program, and to 
amend title 5, United States Code, to provide 
for coverage of such services under the Fed-
eral Employees Health Benefits Program; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committees on Ways 
and Means, and Oversight and Government 
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de-

termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. KLEIN of Florida (for himself 
and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN): 

H.R. 1480. A bill to impose a 2-year morato-
rium on implementation of a proposed rule 
relating to the Federal-State financial part-
nerships under Medicaid and the State Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MORAN of Kansas (for himself, 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, and Mr. 
PAUL): 

H.R. 1481. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude amounts re-
ceived as a military basic housing allowance 
from consideration as income for purposes of 
the low-income housing credit and qualified 
residential rental projects; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETRI (for himself and Mr. 
KANJORSKI): 

H.R. 1482. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a credit and a 
deduction for small political contributions; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REGULA (for himself, Mr. 
TIERNEY, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. DOYLE, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. HALL of New 
York, Mr. SPACE, Mr. BROWN of South 
Carolina, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. WAMP, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. GOR-
DON, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. MEEHAN, Ms. 
SUTTON, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, and Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina): 

H.R. 1483. A bill to amend the Omnibus 
Parks and Public Lands Management Act of 
1996 to extend the authorization for certain 
national heritage areas, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. TANCREDO (for himself and 
Mr. UDALL of Colorado): 

H.R. 1484. A bill to provide consistent en-
forcement authority to the Bureau of Land 
Management, the National Park Service, the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, and 
the Forest Service to respond to violations 
of regulations regarding the management, 
use, and protection of public lands under the 
jurisdiction of these agencies, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and in addition to the Committee on 
Agriculture, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas (for herself, Mr. MORAN of Vir-
ginia, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, 
Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Ms. HIRONO, and Mr. 
MCCOTTER): 

H. Con. Res. 90. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the dedication and honorable serv-
ice of members of the Armed Forces who are 
serving or have served as military nurses; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: 
H. Res. 236. A resolution removing a Minor-

ity Member from and electing certain Minor-
ity Members to certain standing committees 
of the House of Representatives; considered 
and agreed to. 

By Mr. BACA (for himself, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Mr. MELANCON, Mr. HALL of New 
York, Ms. KILPATRICK, Ms. BORDALLO, 
Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. BERMAN, Mrs. 
JONES of Ohio, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. BARROW, Mr. 
BOYD of Florida, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. 
CARNAHAN, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. 
DAVIS of Alabama, Mr. SPACE, Mr. 
FILNER, and Mr. HARE): 

H. Res. 237. A resolution supporting and en-
couraging greater support for Veterans Day 
each year; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWLEY (for himself, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. WEXLER, and Mr. 
BURTON of Indiana): 

H. Res. 238. A resolution commending the 
first democratic elections in Aceh, a prov-
ince in Sumatra, Indonesia, and expressing 
support for the further democratic develop-
ment and implementation of the Helsinki 
Memorandum of Understanding; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

f 

PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
Mr. MARKEY introduced A bill (H.R. 1485) 

for the relief of Esther Karinge; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 17: Mr. SAXTON, Mr. KAGEN, and Mr. 
MOORE of Kansas. 

H.R. 23: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. GINNY 
BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. GORDON, Mr. 
TIERNEY, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. CARDOZA, Mrs. 
JONES of Ohio, Mr. BOSWELL, and Mr. MORAN 
of Virginia. 

H.R. 73: Mr. REHBERG. 
H.R. 92: Mr. CARNEY. 
H.R. 98: Mr. HAYES, Mr. WAMP, Mr. GARY G. 

MILLER of California, Mr. RENZI, Mr. COBLE, 
Mr. WALBERG, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. BOOZMAN, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. WOLF, Mr. 
BACHUS, Mr. DUNCAN, Mrs. CAPITO, and Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida. 

H.R. 100: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 169: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 211: Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 255: Mr. MCHUGH and Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 260: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 322: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 327: Mr. CARNEY, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 

OBERSTAR, and Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. 
H.R. 419: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska and Mrs. 

MUSGRAVE. 
H.R. 464: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 473: Mr. KUHL of New York. 
H.R. 549: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. 
SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
ALLEN, Mr. MAHONEY of Florida, and Mr. 
GORDON. 

H.R. 551: Mr. HUNTER. 
H.R. 563: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 
H.R. 620: Mr. FORTUÑO. 
H.R. 631: Mr. JORDAN, Mr. KELLER, Mr. 

FEENEY, Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, and Mr. 
CHABOT. 

H.R. 634: Mr. WOLF and Mr. LEWIS of Ken-
tucky. 

H.R. 690: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 743: Mr. GOHMERT. 
H.R. 760: Mr. RANGEL and Mr. LARSEN of 

Washington. 
H.R. 787: Mr. BECERRA. 
H.R. 790: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 797: Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. HOLT, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. DEGETTE, and Mr. MURTHA. 

H.R. 814: Mr. BARROW. 
H.R. 854: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 887: Mr. MOORE of Kansas. 
H.R. 916: Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. 

BALDWIN, Mr. ETHERIDGE, and Mr. GUTIER-
REZ. 
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H.R. 942: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 943: Mr. WELCH of Vermont. 
H.R. 960: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 971: Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. UPTON, 

Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. MORAN of Virginia. 
H.R. 1061: Mr. SMITH of Washington and Mr. 

MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 1087: Mr. GRIJALVA and Ms. HIRONO. 
H.R. 1093: Mr. KAGEN, Mr. MARIO DIAZ- 

BALART of Florida, Mr. MILLER of Florida, 
Ms. DEGETTE, and Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE 
of Florida. 

H.R. 1119: Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. 
H.R. 1149: Mr. TERRY, Mr. ALEXANDER, and 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
H.R. 1186: Mr. TERRY. 
H.R. 1187: Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 1188: Mr. KAGEN. 
H.R. 1192: Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. 
H.R. 1200: Mr. ENGEL, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 

Texas, and Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
H.R. 1224: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 1229: Mr. BERRY, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. 

MURTHA, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. LIPINSKI, 
and Mr. BACHUS. 

H.R. 1235: Mr. TOWNS and Ms. CLARKE. 
H.R. 1244: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 1261: Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 1284: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. 
H.R. 1294: Mr. RENZI. 
H.R. 1300: Mr. WELCH of Vermont, Ms. 

JACKSON-LEE of Texas, and Ms. HIRONO. 
H.R. 1303: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 1317: Mr. COHEN. 

H.R. 1330: Mr. SHULER and Mr. POE. 
H.R. 1347: Mr. ELLSWORTH. 
H.R. 1350: Mr. KAGEN, Mr. PETRI, Ms. 

SLAUGHTER, and Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. 
H.R. 1353: Mr. PATRICK MURPHY of Pennsyl-

vania. 
H.R. 1359: Mr. POE. 
H.R. 1362: Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 1363: Ms. KAPTUR, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 

KAGEN, Mr. STARK, and Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 1409: Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 1430: Mr. LINCOLN DAVIS of Tennessee, 

Mrs. BLACKBURN, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of 
Florida, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, and 
Mr. SULLIVAN. 

H.R. 1458: Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 1462: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.J. Res. 12: Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
H. Con. Res. 21: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida 

and Mr. WEINER. 
H. Con. Res. 33: Ms. MATSUI. 
H. Con. Res. 71: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 

COHEN, and Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H. Con. Res. 75: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida 

and Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H. Con. Res. 83: Mr. TANCREDO, Ms. FOXX, 

and Mr. CALVERT. 
H. Con. Res. 89: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H. Res. 16: Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia and 

Mr. WOLF. 
H. Res. 55: Mr. MOORE of Kansas and Mr. 

STARK. 
H. Res. 68: Mr. FATTAH. 
H. Res. 101: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H. Res. 106: Mr. SPACE, Mr. BRADY of Penn-

sylvania, Mr. BAIRD, and Mr. BILBRAY. 

H. Res. 107: Mr. BARROW, Mr. TIM MURPHY 
of Pennsylvania, and Mr. WALBERG. 

H. Res. 136: Mr. BARROW, Mrs. MCMORRIS 
RODGERS, and Mr. ORTIZ. 

H. Res. 143: Mr. KUCINICH and Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia. 

H. Res. 158: Mr. BLUNT and Mr. SOUDER. 
H. Res. 169: Mr. BARROW. 
H. Res. 171: Mr. HULSHOF, Mrs. EMERSON, 

and Mr. POE. 
H. Res. 196: Mr. PAYNE, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 

MARKEY, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, 
Mr. HONDA, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H. Res. 197: Ms. HIRONO, Mr. HINOJOSA, and 
Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H. Res. 198: Mr. HARE. 
H. Res. 208: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona and Mr. 

MCCOTTER. 
H. Res. 209: Mrs. MALONEY of New York. 
H. Res. 221: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. GRIJALVA, 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, and Mr. SERRANO. 
H. Res. 226: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mr. 

FATTAH. 
H. Res. 227: Ms. LEE, Mr. COHEN, and Mr. 

GRIJALVA. 
H. Res. 228: Mr. SARBANES, Mr. BERMAN, 

and Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H. Res. 231: Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. 
H. Res. 233: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 

JOHNSON of Illinois, Mr. MCCOTTER, and Mr. 
MCDERMOTT. 
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